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PART I. 



THE WEATHER AND THE CROPS. 



THE WEATHEE. 

The necessity of beat, moisture and suDlight a,s essentials to the suocesBful develop- 
ment of plant life givea an importance to the proportion of each or all of these 
influences prevailing at particular periods. An excess or a decrease in the temperature, 
preoipitBtion or aunabine at certain times of the year may disappoint the expectation and 
render of comparatively little account the best endeavors of the agriculturiat, for ia 
every year there will be found a close accord between the character of the seasons as 
distinguished by heat, moisture and sunlight, and the general condition of the crops. 
^ch season, and even each month, like each human countenance, has fsaturea and 
expressions peculiarly its own, thus giving distinguishing characteriatics to the year, 
the effecta of which are left upoo. both the yield and |the quality of the products of the 
field, the orchard and the garden. These variations of the weather afford an interesting 
study, and the following tables have been prepared for the pnrpose of comparison. 



Temperatukb. — The six months beginning with April and ending with Septem- 
ber constitute the growing season for most of the crops of the province, and the tempera- 
ture of that period decides to a considerable degree the general character of the products 
of the aoil. During the six years 1882-7, the tables of temperature as published in the 
reports of the Bureau were prepared from returns made at ten stations, nine of which 
were known as High School stations, viz., Windsor, Goderich, Simcoe, Stratford, Hamil- 
ton, Barrie, Peterborough, Cornwall and Pembroke. At the tenth place, Toronto, the 
returna were made bv the Observatory. A Government grant had been given to these 
High School stations for meteorological purposes, under an arrangement with the Edu- 
cation Department made some years ago, but owing to the recent withdrawal of the 
grant no returns were made from these points to the Meteorological Office at Toronto in 
1883, the result being that nine new atations were selected, the names of which appear 
in the following table : 
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This change in the stations has heA the effect of lowering the annual average of the 
temperatart* of the province daring the six moaths by 1.7", the stations enumerated in 
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same [jeriod for the seven years. 

than in the seven years for the 

Kockliffe the averaf;es for 1888 



: years 1882-7 of 57.3°, while that of the high 
ff'as 59°. The average temperature of the provinca 
or .3° below that of the annual average for the 
At Ottawa tbe season's average was .3° higher 
same station, and at London, Gravenhurst and 
are identical with the seven years' averages at 
e stations. At the otht^r stations the variations in the figures of 1888 from 
the annual averages were very slight, the greatest being observed at Birnam (in the county 
of Lambton) where the average for the season of 1888 fell 1° below that of the sertm 
years' period. But while the average for the full growing season of ISS8 shows hut i 
slight change compared with that of ihe seven years 1882-8, considerable variations ar« 
recorded at some stations during particular months, as for instance at iSaugeen, when 
the thermometer registered 2.2° lower in April and 2.1* higher in ^September ths>n IB 
the corresponding months of the seven ye^rs period. The temperature of April for the 
province was 37.7°, or 1.6° below the annual average of the month, a fact that tallies 
with the reports of correspondents of this Bureau, who stated that a gijod deal of injury 
was done to fall whent by frosts in April. In May the temperature was lower by 1.1' 
than the annual average for the same month, and this, with tbe low temperature of the 
preceding month, accounts for the backward spring and ratber lale harvest. Tbe 
temperature in June registered 2° higher than the annual average for that month, 
buc in July (the warmest mouth) it fell .3° below that month's annual average. August 
was .9° higher than its average, while September was lA' below its record for 1882-8. 



Pbkcipitation. — The matter of snowfall is of gi-eat importance in this provinoe, 
from an agricultural standpoint, for a large acreage of fall wheat is annually sown, and 
the young fields of clover depend considerably upon the friendly shelter of snow to 
prevent " heaving " and general injury from frost in winter and early spring. 
In the following table the precipitation of rain and anow is given hy districts for tha 
five months of 1887-8 generally marked by snow or wintry weather, the average of each 
month for the seven years 1883-8, and the average of the province for the varioni 
periods : 



1 Months, 

[ 


West and 

South-west. 


North-west 
and North. 


Centre. 


East and 
North -eaaL 


ProviBoo 
aventKsa. 


Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow, 


Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow.l 






Tuoh. 


Inch. 


Inch. 


Inch, 


Inch. 


Inch. 


Inch. 


Inch. 


Inch 


Inch. 


November ..< 


.887 


3,50 
2.31 
2.21 


6.6 
7.8 
7.0 


2!oi 


18,4 
16.0 
16.1 


2,35 
2.26 
2.02 


6.3 
6.6 

6.9 


1.51 
1.77 
1.71 


,14!3 
10.2 


i.se 

2.07 
l.M 


9.8 
11.3 

9.a 


December...] 


1887 
1886 
1883-7 


3,16 
0.70 
1.25 


13, i) 
26.2 
18.1 


1.65 
0.29 

1,08 


18.9 
22.0 
25.fi 


o!49 
1-23 


15.4 
16,1 
U.7 


1.47 
0^96 


11.1 

15.6 
17.3 


l.SS 
0.60 
1.13 


14.8 

ao.o 

18.9 


January -j 


^887 
1882-8 


0.86 
1,08 
1.03 


15.6 
26.8 
18.6 


0.27 
1.72 
1.02 


21.5 
29.3 
30.8 


0.95 
1.00 
1.10 


16.6 
23.0 

19.6 


0.23 
o!83 


16.2 
37.0 
33.7 


0.67 
1.38 

0.99 


16.9 
26.6 
23.3 


February.. ..J 


888 
887 
1882-8 


4^01 
1.85 


10 !2 
10.8 


0.53 
1.23 
0.79 


14.3 


0.83 
3.60 
1.40 


5.9 
20.1 
11.4 


0.69 
1.26 
0.80 


11.7 
39.fi 
18,1 


0.77 
2.26 
1.21 


IS. 5 


March ] 

Totals l 


888 
887 

887 
382-8 


2.07 
0.85 
1.42 


IB.e 
6.4 
11.3 


1.36 
0.13 
1.01 


20.4 
11.1 
16.1 


oieo 

1.38 


8.5 
7.3 
10.1 


1.33 
0.50 
0.99 


14.3 
15.6 
15,7 


1.68 
0.62 
1.17 


13.4 
10.1 
13.0 


8.70 
7.76 


50.7 
77.3 
65.8 


6,25 
5.29 
5.91 


03.5 
106.6 
109.0 


8.14 
6.86 
7.02 


51.7 
73.1 
61.6 


5.17 
5.68 
5.39 


69.9 
102.1 
85,0 


0.83 
6.67 
6,49 


64,2 
89.8 
80.4 



The rainfall for the province was slightly above the average for the aeven years, ' 
but the precipitation of snow was only 61.2 iaches, compared with 60.4 inches in 1882-8, 
a decrease of about 20 per cent. The fall of both snow aad rain m Ifovember was 
normal, but in December the down-pour of rain "as over 60 per ceat. above the aver- 
age for that month, while the fall of snow was over four inches less thaji usual. In January 
there was a light precipitation, the rainfall being only .57 inch compared with .99 inch in 
1882-8, whOe there were but 16.9 inches of snow, or 6.3 inchea below the average fajl. The 
fall of rain and snow in. Febranry was also amall, there being only .77 inch of rain, against 
an average of 1.21 inch for the month, and but 9,3 inches of snow compared with an 
average of 15.5 inches. The rainfall of March was nearly half as much again as that of 
the annual average for the month, but there was very little difference in the fall of enow 
compared with the average. In the three months of December, January and February 
there was a decrease from the average in the precipitation of snow of 16.6 inches, and 
it is not surprising that correspondents report considerable winter-killing of fall wheat 
and serious injury to clover from exposure through absence of snow at times between 
the fall and ajiring. The greatest rainfall was observed in the west and south-west 
district, that portion of the province lying more directly between lakes Huron and 
Erie, a region that led in this respect in the average for the seven yeara. The smallest 
rainfall occurred in the east and north-east district, at the opposite extreme of the pro- 
vince, and this district also shows the least rainfall for the seven years' period. The 
snowfall was greatest in the west and the north-west district, which kept up its record 
for the deepest snow, but although 93.5 inches were measured, or 29.3 inches more than 
the average of the province for the year, the precipitation was less by 15.5 inches than 
the average of the same district for the seven years 1882-8. The least snowfall was 
returned from the west and south-west district, and a light fall of snow was also experi- 
enced in the centre district. As one inch of rain is the equivalent of ten inches of snow, 
the total precipitation was largest in the north and north-west district, being equal to 
14,60 inches of rain, or 1.36 inch more than the average of the province, and it was 
Bmaliest in the east and north-east district, where it was equal to 11.26 inches of rain, 
OP 1.98 inch leas than the average for the province. 

The absence or frequency of rain, however, is of more particular importance during 
the season of growth, as, with the exception of roots and some of the later vegetables, 
nearly all the field products of the province are matured by the end of September. The 
following table shows the rainfall by districts and the province for the six growing 
months of 1888,, and the averages for the seven years 188S-8 : 



May.. 



July .... 
Augiiat . 



14.99 13.52 



t.03 I 1 



NoTB.— The weather diatriote (riven in thene tablea BrethoBeof the MeteoroUigical Oflice. The Centre is 
a dreular diatncb whux) centre is a point in lake Oatmrio, about midway between Tor<iiito and the munlh 
of the Niagara river, and emhraning the counties of Welland, Lincoln, Wentworth, Haltou and Peel, and 
portiona of York, Ontario and Durham. A liua drawn from the circumference of the circle throug'h Guelph 



liae from lake Scugogto Roch 
and the East and North-east d 




The season was a dry one, the total rainfall for the aix months being but 13.02 inches, 
as agatnat an average of 15.33 inches for the same period in the seven years 1882-8. 
Compared with the prerioua year of drouth, when only 10.16 inches was recorded, the 
year 1888 shows an increase of 2,66 inches ; but taking the four months, April to July, 
which is essentially the grain-growing period, the rainfall of 1888 was but 7. '22 inches, 
against 7.il inches in 1887, while the seven years' average of the province in the same 
four months was 9.97 inches. The driest month of the sis was July, when only 1.49 inch 
fell, while August was the wettest, with a record of 3.13 inches. In fact August was 
the only month that exceeded its average for the seven years 1862-8. May was an. 
exceedingly dry month, only 1.66 inch of rain being observed against an average for that 
month of 2.62 inches. Taking the province by districts it will be st 
rainfall ocouri-ed ia the west and south-west, where 14.03 inches we 
least was reported in the north-west and north, where but 13.3 
greatest rainfall for any month occurred in the east and north-east ii 
ing to 3.87 inches, and the least was in the north-west and n 

1.05 inch. Applying the recoi'd given above to its probable effect upon the crops, it 
will be seen that there is a perfect agreement between it and the statements of corres- 
pondents regarding the condition of the crops. The season was dry as well as cold and 
backward ; fell wheat and other grains as well as hay and clover sufiered from the drouth, 
and the exceedingly dry weatherof July thinned the recently sown fields of turnips and other 
roots. The rainy days of August discolored the barley, and delayed harvesting, but, on 
the other hand, thej' revived the pastures and enabled the root crops to get a fair start 
after their set-back by July's drouth. September being an average month for rain, the 
crops in the ground continued to make fair p 



n that the greatest 
e recorded, and the 
) inches fell. The 
1 August, amount- 
i July, 1 ■ ■ 



SuNSHiKB. — The table following gives the record of sunshine during the growing 
season April-September for the six years 1883-8, except in the case of Woodstock and 
Toronto, which stations have furnished returns for seven years. For the ^Niagara penin- 
sula the record is for five years ; in the first two years the observations were taken at 
St Oatharines, and in the latter three years at Ifiogara Falls South : 



MonthB. 


1 




1 
s 


1 




i 


■Ii 
11 






Hrs. 


BCB. 


Hra. 


h™. 


Hra. 


Hra, 


Ura. 






194.,') 


198.7 


329.1 


216.4 




306.Z 




April.... 


1887... 


176.7 




178.0 


12S.B 


19L6 


211.3 


175.9 




1883-8 . 


103.0 


161.4 


192.7 


164.9 


20L8 


188.6 


193,7 




1888 


183.0 


208.8 


189.7 


168,1 


195.9 


212.6 




May ...A 


1897... 


B63.3 




390.7 


353.1 


284,7 


260.7 


270.9 




1883-8 . 


2D6.2 


209.9 


338.3 


203.1 


229.4 


223.3 


216.5 




1888... 


356.6 


371.0 


3891 


S70.1 


306.6 


286 2 






1887. . . 






333.4 


217.5 


236.3 


343.9 


233.1 






'M7A 


251.7 


374.6 


243.4 


272.3 


351.1 


266.8 




1838... 


269.5 


391.4 


2834 


252.5 


279.7 


316.7 


281.9 


July,... 


1887... 


300.6 


386.1 


310.0 


280.6 


305.2 


396.5 


296.3 




1883-8 . 


26i.2 


362.6 


286.4 


255.3 


279.4 


364.8 


268,6 




1888... 


245.8 


255.3 


258.5 


243.0 


227.7 


246.3 


246.9 




1887-.. 


236.G 


277.0 


267.1 


188.9 


261.1 


282,3 


2S0.5 




1883-8. 


227.7 


247.6 


257.7 


313.9 




354.6 


339.8 




1888... 


219,8 


199.7 


237.7 


189.1 


206.2 


213,6 


209.4 


Sept 


1887... 


177.0 






138.1 


167.2 


173.9 


168.9 




L 1883-8 . 
1888... 


199.7 


188.4 


314.1 


159.6 


305.4 


203.9 


195.2. 


1,369.2 


1,424.9 


1,476.6 


1,329.2 


1,433.2 


1,478.5 


1,418.8 


TotalB. . . 


1887-. 


1,392.9 


1,406.0 


1,468.6 


1,203.7 


1,435,C 


1.46S.6 


1,386.5 




1883 B. 


1,338.2 


1,321.6 


1,463.8 


1,340.2 


1,426.0 


1,385,2 


1,380.6 



The hours of sun above the horizon (calculated for the latitude of Toronto) in April 

■TOB 406.4 J in May, 461.1 ; in June, 465.7; in July, 470.9 ; in August, 434.6, and in 
September, 37G.3, there being 2614.9 hours of possible suashine in the six months. The 
table of sunshine for 1887, presented in last year's report, was made up from the returns 
made by ten stations ; but, for the reason given before, there are no returns this year 
from Windsor, Stratford, Oornwall or Pembroke, and this reduction in the number of 
stations has increased the average of sunshine of the province for the five years 1883-7 
from 1,333.0 to 1,348.2 hours — a very small percentage, however. The actual sunshine 
of the province in 1888 was 1,418.8 hours, or over 54 per cent, of the possible. The 
mean sunshine of 1887 for the same stations was 1,395.5 hours, showing an increase in 
1888 of 23.3 hours; and there is an increase of 58.2 hours, compared with the annual 
average of the growing season. July was the brightest month, there being 281.9 hours 
of sunshine, or nearly 60 per cent, of the possible. June came nest with 2T9.9 hours ; 
but while the number of hours were less the proportion of possible sunshine was slightly 
higher. April was unusually bright for that time of year, there being an increase of 
36.7 hours over its average for the six years 1883-8, while May was the reverse, with 
a decrease of 25.2 hours, the latter month showijig the least sunshine of the six. In fact, 
May was the only month in which the record of sunshine fell below that of its annual 
average, a decided increase being observed in every other month. Taking the stations, 
Woodstock had less sunshine than in 1887, but more tbaa ib averaged in the seven years 
1882-8. There was a small increase in Niagara Falls South over the previous year, but 
103.4 Lours more than the annual average of that station. There were 7.9 hours more 
of sunshine in Toronto in 1S88 than in 1887, but the average record of sunshine for 
that station was exceeded by 23.7 hours. Lindaay showed but slight variations compared 
with the previous periods ; but there was a marked increase of sunshine in Barrie. 
This station, however, had less sunshine than any other. Kingston enjoyed more sunshine 
in 1888 by 12.9 hours than in the previous year, and 94.3 hours more than in the years 
1883-8, and it also led the other stations in total Biinahine, Toronto coming next, 



FAEM LANDS OF THE PROVINCE. 

KoKAi. Abbas AasEaaED. — The statistics of farm lands (in municipally 
organized townships only) showing the areas assessed as resident and non-resident, the 
acreage cleared, wood land, swamps, marsh and waste lands are compiled from assessors' 
returns and are tabulated by county municipalities in table ix. The following summary 
is by groups of counties for 1888, and shows the progress made by groups in acres cleared 
compared with 1887 ; also, the revised figures of 1887 for the province : 



DlHttictB. 


Acrea Asaeaaed. 


AoreB Cleared. 


Acrea 
woodland. 


Jie 


P 


'1 


Beddent. 


Non- 
Resident. 


Total. 


1888. 


1887. 


cleared. 


Lake Erie 


3.262,759 


75,fi30 


2,338,389 


1,334,460 


1,313,365 


887,642 


116,287 


57.1 


LakaHra'OD 


2,198,229 


72,446 


2,270,674 


1,258,315 


1,207,861 


822.676 


189,683 


65 


4 


GeocgiaaBa; 


1.917,070 


93,728 


2,010,798 


1,008,510 


990.349 


806,450 


196,838 


60 


2 


WestMidluid... 


3,20B,4i: 


47,1(M 


3,252,631 


2,234,655 


2,215,649 


694,861 


323,005 


68 


7 


Lake Ontario 


3,006,874 


44,651 


3,061,327 


2,281,082 


2,286,314 


551,143 


219,102 


74 


8 


StLaw.&Ottawa 


4,906,688 


275,204 


5,241,792 


2,245,912 


2,208,935 


2,233,923 


761,957 


42 


8 


East Midland..,, 


2,143,336 


489,285 


2,633,220 


826,626 


796,668 


1,495.671 


810,923 


31 


4 


North'n Districts. 

The /1888.. 
ProYinoe 11887. 


1,122,764 


136,804 


1,269,658 


126,166 


120,386 


1,021,374 


113,019 


9 


9 


20,833,426 
21,028,636 


1,234,853 
951,907 


22,068,279 
21,978,643 


11,314,725 




8.512,740 
8,705,613 


2,230,814 
2,163,413 


61 


3 


11,119,617 










The area of lands assessed as occupied in 1887 as shown above, ezceecls that pnUialied 
in the last report by 179,626 acres (of which 11,169 acres are cleared), being the tot«> 
areas asaeased in the ton'ashtps of Himsworth, Billings, Oockbum Island, Hilton, Bon- 

, Ferris, Mattawan, Papineau, Springer and Widdifield, No returns had been 
received from those recently organized townshipa at the time of compilation of tJie 
former report. The acreage does not appear on the assessment rolls of Eeewatin, 
(organized in 18S8) Neebing and Bat Foilage. The increase in lands assessed in the 
Northern Districts over 1887 is due to the incorporation in 1888 of the township of Perrj 
(40,451 acres), while the balance of the increase in lands assessed is found in the St 
Lawrence and Ottawa and East ^Midland groups, the other five groups of counties each 
showing a small decrease. The large increase of non-reaident lands in the East Midland 
group is due to the presence of over 335.000 acres of the Canadian Land and Immigra- 
tion Company's lands in Haliburton, which were formerly assessed as resident. The can 
oellation of lands to the extent of 15,000 acres in the townships of Lindsay and Bury St 
Edmunds, county of Bruce, and the placing upon the resident rolls of 18,000 acres of 
Canada Compauy's lands in the township of Bosanquet, county of Lambton, formerly 
aBsessed as non-residuut, chieSy contribute to the large decrease of non-resident land 
in the Lake Huron group. As naturally to be expected there has been an increase 
in the cleared land in every group, the average for the province exceeding that of 
the year 183T by .7 per 100 acres occupied. An increase is noticeable in the acreage 
of swamp, marsh or waste lands, but as in a large number of townuhips in the newer 
districts not an acre appears upon the assessment rolls, it is probable the figures are yet 
below the mark. The area, therefore, stated to be in woodland includes a portion wHch 
properly belongs to waste lands. 



' field crops 
the period 



IK Okops.- 
Q each of the a 



-The following table shows the number of acres under atapk 
ven years from 1883 to 1888, together with the averages lor 



F»U Wheat.... 
Spring Wheat. 

Barley 

Oats 

Eye 

Pease 

Buckwheat . . . 

Potatoes 

Manl-wut-zels 

Garrota 

Turnipa 

Hay and Clover 
Totals. 



21,469 
U,524 



7,618,350 7,429. 



67,779 
703,936 
156, 4M 

70,792 

21,072 
140,143 

18,170 
9,267 

98,931 
!, 205,151 



7,403.281 7,350,443 7,1 



864 740 
721,647 
700,472 
1,481,828 
103,416 
570,928 
174,560 



757,156 
1,418.309 
188,111 
542,771 
214,237 
67,803 
26,907 
16(1,823 
17.219 
11,270 



2,350,01 



848,617 
1,387,487 
185.276 



50,035 
19.787 
160,700 



7.642,623 7,135,223 



948,M1 

589,2111 



l,669,3n 
110,761 



22,753 
155.7M 
17,9M 
10.U8 
100,171 
2.216,gi0| 
7.38ii6«| 



Corresponding to the increase in cleared land in the province we find an excess in 
acres under these staple crops over 1887 of 187,266 acrea, or more than 2J per cent. Only 
four crops, fall wheat, spring wheat, pease and buckwheat, show a diminished area com* 
pared with 1887, and the areas in fall wheat, spring wheat, rye, buckwheat, beans and 
potatoes are below the annual averages devoted to these crops. Fall wheat and spring 



-wheat have reached the lowest aoreagOB recorded for theae crops since the estabUehment 
of the Bureau, while the acreages in barley, oata, corn, mangels, carrots aad turnips 
have reached the highest point. 

The area devoted to the same cro[)B as enumerated in the preceding table, is 
presented in the following table by groups of counties for the seven years, with the 
annual average for the period ; 



Diatricta. 


1888. 


1887, 


1886. 


1885. 


1884. 


1883. 


1882. 


Average 
1888-8. 




AcreB. 


Acres. 


Acrea. 


Acree. 


AcrBB. 


Aorea. 


Acres. 


Acres. 


Iiake Erie 


9aS,4tJ6 


932.078 


920.G36 


810.395 


899,503 


918,837 


851,782 


914^386 


Lake Huron .. 


801,218 


781,833 


772,120 


762,718 


743,322 


790,126 710,573 


765,887 


Georgian Bay. . 


G90,243 


656,181 


647,150 


646,713 


631,844 


689,732 I 637,064 


654,134 


■Wert Midland. 


1,488,263 


1,455,376 


l.«e,DB9 


1,447,747 


1.30(1,151 


1,491,763 


1,414,673 


1,4«,863 


LakB Ontario.. 


1,835,316 


1,609,981 


1,597,507 


1,577.546 


1.577,521 


1,640.591 


1,656,106 


1.599,324 


St. L. ft; Ottawa 


1,«2,602 


1,371,322 


1.396.090 


1.368,026 


1,340,922 


1,376,117 


1,334,410 1.360,913 


East Midland.. 


551,102 


639.480 


602,249 


645,180 


534,780 


608,463 


556,886 ■ B51.160 


Norl'n DiBtricta 
The Prorince.. 


sum 


83,853 


81.464 1 83,118 


79,315 


86,994 


63,729 80,899 


7,1516,350 


7,42fl,0S4 


7,403,281 1 7,360,443 


7,203,958 


7,542.633 


7,125,223 7,381,666 



It will be observed that there is a general increase in every group compared with 
1B87, while only the East Midland group falls slightly below the annual average. 



Area in Pastdh b. — The acreage of cleared land devoted to pasture is shown 
by county groups in the following table, together with the rate per 1,000 acres in 1888. 
In the figures for the three years 188i-6 is included a portion of "hush" pasture, 
while the schedule of 1887 and 1888 was amended so as to include cleared land only. 



Diatricta. 


'»■ 


1887. 


1886. 


1S8B. 


1884. 


Rate pet 
1,000 acres 
'cleared 
in 1888. 


keEHe 


239,330 
307,879 
213,925 
604,840 
406.630 
665,139 
179,823 
18,048 


340,686 
296,316 
204,903 
512,349 
404,893 
667,034 
180,850 
16,003 


Acres. 
357.906 
355,981 
230,088 
607,906 
465,687 
791,014 
200,968 
16,371 


348,333 
327,942 
214,957 
576,195 
463,066 
766,363 
208,254 
17,199 


Accea. 

309,696 
328,101 
212,444 
670.833 
438.011 
724,344 
195,076 
16,481 


179.3 
244.7 
212.1 
225.9 
178.3 
296.2 
217.5 
153.1 


H 














The ProviooB 


2,636,604 


9,528,939 


.■1,026,331 
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It will thus appear that, though decreases are observahli 
pared with 1887, there is for the province a slight increase 
rate devoted to grazing is reached in the St. Lawrence and Ottawa group, whi 
nearly thirty per cent, of the cleared land. Naturally the rate is lowest in the Northern 
Districts, where it is a little above fifteen per cent. 
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Proportional A be a in Cbopb. — ^The rate per 1,000 acree of cleuvd 
land may be taken as the me^ure of density to enable ua to ascertain the dlstrihntioii of 
the various crop areas. The following (able sbows this rate by groups of oouatiea and 
the province for the staple field crops in 1387 and 1888, with the anuual average for the 
aeveii years 1883^8: 
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We find that for the province in 1888, out of each 1,000 acres cleared, 673.C are under 
the crops indicated above, the highest proportion being reached in the Northern Districts, 
where we found the rate of pasture the least, and the lowest proportion in the St. 
Lawrence and Ottawa group, where the rate of pasture was the greatest. Hay and 
clover forma the largest item in any group, while oats comes next in every group except 
the Lake Erie counties, where the rate of fail wheat exceeds it by twenty per cent 
The Lake Erie group holds first place in the rates of fall wheat, corn and beans, but is 
lowest in spring wheat, oats and carrots. The Lake Huron group comes second in fall 
wheat, fourth in pease and last in rye and potatoes. The Georgian Bay grou]» is first in 
pease, second in oats, third in spring wheat, fourth in fall wheat, barley and turnips, and 
lowest in com, buckwhe^kt and beans. The West Midland group is first in mangels, second 
in turnips, third in fall wheat and barley, and fourth in oats. The Lake Ontario group 
comes first in barley and carrots, second in rye, corn, buckwheat and mangels, third in 
pease and turnips, and equalled the province average of fall and spring wheat conjointly. 




The St. Lawrence and Ottawa group is first in oats and buckwheat, second in potatoes, and 
lowest in fall wheat and turnips. The Eeist Mi-dland group conies first in spring wheat 
and rye, and second in barley. The Northern Diatricta come first in potatoes and tur- 
nips, second in spring wheat and pease, third in oats and lowest in barley. Of the 673.6 
acres in crop, 202.8 acres, or thirty per cent., is in hay. If we include the rate in pasture 
(224.2) and in orchard (16.0) we will have in crop 913.8 acres, leaving a balance of 86.2 
acres per 1,000 cleared as a margin for summer fallows, minor crops, etc. 



FALL WHEAT. 

The area of fall wheat in the province in 1888 was 71,206 acres less than that 
of the previous year. The acreage ia now below that devoted to barley, and less than 
half of that given to oats. The outlook for fall wheat in the spring waa very unpromising. 
The very dry summer of 1887 waa followed by a dry autumn, and the little rain that 
fell in time to in any way promote the growth of crops waa so quickly absorbed by the 
parched ground that its good effects were scarcely noticeable. In so far as concerned fall 
wheat, the cold weather came iipon it while the plant was still small and delicate, and in 
every way ill-litted to contend with the trials of the winter and spring seasons. Had the 
spring opened at all favorably the crop would likely have been a good one, despite the bad 
start in the fall. But the season waa very untoward. April, instead of being made up 
of anccessive days of warm showers and bright sunshine, waa, with the exception of a few 
days, cold, dry and bright. Chilling winds from the west and north-west made sad havoc 
with the wheat, which in most localities had come through the winter very promisingly. 
Wherever sheltered by timber the field invariably turned out well, and especially so on 
fallowed land. It wasnottiU after fall wheat was out in head, in the month of June, that 
it experienced any rainfall and growing, sunny weather worth apeaking of. The relief 
came too late to undo all the damage that had heea done, and the crop, in moat cases, 
grew up thin on the ground and headed out unevenly. This waa particularly the case on 
poor and dry soils, and in exposed situations. These conditions were favorable to rust, 
which was complained of in a good many localities. Harvesting was generally about ten 
days later than the previous year. Except in the St, Lawrence and Ottawa and East 
Midland groups the crop did not reach an average in any part of the province, but the 
ripening season waa so favorable that the grain matured well in respect of quality. It 
waa plump and hard, and generaUy exceeded the standard weight. The following table 
shows the acreage and yield by county groupe, and for the province in the years 1887 
and 1888: 
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%e aore^e of 1888 was the smallest in the seven years of 'which there is a record, 
'as 121,504 below that of the annual average. This decrease was divided between 
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the districts as follows: Lake Erie, 7.357 ; Lake Huron, 20,488 ; Georgian Bay. 8.901; 
West Midland, 35,121 ; Lake Ontario, 36,083 ; St Lawrence and OtUwa. 10,0-23; Em 
Midland, 3,944. In the northern districts, bowover, a new and thioJy settled portiu 
of the pTOvince, where there is a trilling amount of fall wheat grown, the acreage of 188! 
vaa greater than In past years. There was an increase of 35 acres in the Georgian Bi 
group compared %rith the previous year, hut no other gronp of the older counties eqoiltt 
its own figures for 1887. The total yield of fall wheat in 1888 was 13.830,787 bnclM^ 
being 609,824 less than in the previous year and 4,947,873 Imshels below the a' 
for the seven years 1882-8. The average yield per acre for the province was I 
bushels, which, although higher by .6 bushel than the average of 1887, fell J3.1 bs 
below that of the seven years 1882-8. The St. Lawrence and Ottawa and East Hjj 
were the only groups that equalled or exceeded their averages for the term of years. 
poorest yield was in the Lake Ontario counties , where it was 6.1 bushels per acre lesstilll 
its annual averaga In the Northern Districts the yield wus very small, being only II,* 
bushels, and the West Midland group was the third to go below the average of the fa- 
Tince for the year. 

Lake Ebie Oountieb, — Fall wheat did not turn out a full crop in this group 
counties. The greatest injury resulted from unfavorable weather in winter and esrif 
spring. In several localities the ground was packed by snow in March, and in April 
the cold, unsettled weather caused alternate thawing and freezing, which thinned tin 
fields at an alarming rate, especially on sandy soils. However, very little was reported 
as plowed up. In this connection several correspondeota speak of the benefits 
shelter for fall wheat, both as regards yield and quality, as well-manured, sheltered fieldi 
invariably ctime out in good condition. The wire-worm did a little damage in Elgin uj 
Norfolk, and the Hessian fly was observed in Welland, but, generally speaking, the 
jury from insect pests was very slight. Though short ia yield the crop was good 
quality, the berry being plump and well up to the standaiHl, except in a few cases 
in Essex and Haldimand, where some late sown wheat was somewhat rusted. Then 
was a slight falling o9 in the acreage, and the average yield per acre was 17.1 bushels, 
LT bushel below the annual average for the group. 



Lake Hdhon Cotisties. — The crop was reported as wintering well in LarabtOB 
and Bruce, but in Huron the plant is said to have entered the winter in a rath 
condition, owing to the dry fall In all these counties the crop suffered from sprii^ 
frost", which caused heaving and consequent loss. A considerable acreage was plowed 
up, and much more would have been turned under were it not that many fields wert 
"seeded down" with grass. The weather was favorable at cutting, and the grain w« 
ally well housed, except in Bruce, where a rain coining before the crop could begot und* 
shelter injured the straw to a considerable extent. A Lambton correspondent spoke rf 
the Clawson variety as rusting badly, and rust, was also reported in Huron. The wiM- 
worm was at work in Bruce, and the Hessian fly made its appearance in Lambton snii 
Huron. Threshing showed that the grain was of good quality, the berry being described 
as plump and bright. The area was 1G,118 acres below that of the previous year, and 
average yield per acre was 17 bushels, or 2.8 bushels below the annual average of 
gi-oup. 

Gbokqiah Bat Counties. — Correspondents in this group speak of the tryisf 
effects of the spring upon the crop. There was rather less growth than usual in the fall & 
Simooe, which left some fields rather "pittohy," and in both counties there was much dam- 
age done, eHpecially on heavy clay soils, by April frosts heaving out the plants. Notwitb- 
standing these drawbacks there does not appear to have been much plowed up. FbD 
wheat seems to have been remarkably free from insect pests in both Grey and Simo»i 
an occasional mention of rust is made only in the first-named county. In abort, the t«o 




stors in reducing the yield were the trosta of spring and the Bucceeding dronth, 
grain threshed oat exceedingly well for the amount of straw, and the sample was 
up to the standard in weight and in general quality. The acreage waa almost 
identical with that of 1887, and the yield was 19,6 buahela per acre, or 1.4 bushel below 
the annua! average of the group. 

I 

I WeaT Midland ConNTiES. — There was a good deal of injury to fall wheat 

I Erom winter killing in this group. Ice in winter and heavy, heaving frosts in spring left 

i many bare spots in the fields, although there was very little mention made of any being 

I plowed up, A Middlesex correspondent points a moral when he states that the crop 

I ** appears to have stood the winter and spring best on summer fallows, and fresh lands 

I well under- drained." A heavy frost in May did much injury in Dufferin to what 

I jrere regarded aa promising delda. On some fields, more particularly in Perth, 

I UiB drouth was very trying early in the summer. There was not much mention made 

I of injury by insects ; the Hessian fly appeared in Bract, but very little harm Wiia done 

1 by it. Some fields in Middlesex, Oxford and Wellington were visited by rust, and there 

Was some shrunken grain in consequence. However, most of the fall wheat proved to 

be of good quality at threshing, often running over weight. Owing to the general droath 

die straw was rather en the abort sida Cutting began on the 18th of July, but the bulk 

the crop was harvested during the last week of the month, with the exception of 

'ufferin, which was about a week behind in the operation. There were harvested 

19,715 ftcrcB leas than in 18S7. The yield per acre was only 16.2 bushels, being 19 per 

int. less than the annua! average for group, and half a bushel less than the average for 

province for the year. 



Lake Ontario Codnties.— Winter-killing was very general in these counties. 
le season wa:S most severe towards its close, as most of the damage was done by dry, frosty 
Ireather in March and April, and in several counties some very bare fields were plowed 
ap. The greater part of the injury to the crop appears to have resulted from these spring 
Erosts, as there was scarcely any mention of insect pests. In Halton and Feel some 
implaints were made of rust, but the injury from that cause was not general. As a rule 
Uie straw was short. The harvest was favorable, and the crop was housed in good 
ixinditioa, although the quality was uneven and the yield unsatisfactory in most cases. 
En Wentworth the sample was reported as very ()oor, while in Peel it was classed as A 1, 
|n the other counties, as ia fact in those already named, much depended upon the 
sharacter of the soil and the shelter afforded. The question of shelter for fall wheat 
been forcing itself upon agriculturists through the experience of the past few win- 
iers. It has been pointed out by correspondents that in exposed situations the crop this 
as not only smaller in yield, but the sample was mush poorer in quality. In the 
Bftstern half of this group, where but a small proportion of fall wheat is gi-own, the 
yield and general character of the grain was much better than in the western half, where a 
iride acreage is given to the crop. The average yield per acre was only H.3 bushels on 
acreage less by one-seventh than that reaped in 1887. 



St. Lawrence andOttawa Oo unties. — ^The acreage o( fall wheat in these caun- 
is comparatively small, hardly amounting to one-fourth of the area given to the crop in 
the average western Ontario county. Winter- killing has been the bane of the crop in 
a river counties, and this year made no excepiion, although the experience of the 
yap was no worse than that of some districts where fall wheat is the staple crop, 
le drouth also told upon the crop, hut there was no mention of rust or injurious insects. 
QiB straw was short, but the quality of tiie grain was good, the sample being plump 
Ld very presentable. Where the crop escaped winter-killing i» turned out much better 
an spring wheat, and it is likely that the acreage of fall wheat will be increased in 
iie future. The acreage was 1,052 acres less than in 1S87. The average yield per acre for 
group was 18.8 bushels, or .8 bushel above the annual average. 



East Midland Counties. — Wmter-killing was general in these counties, and 
a considerable quantity waa plowed up in Victoria, although sheltered fields in that 
county were reported as looking well. The drouth had the effdct of shortening the 
straw on the already well-thinned fields, but no in)ury from ru.st or insects was reported. 
The cut was secured in good condition, and the condition of the grain ranged from second 
class to first quality. In Hastings the fail wheat harvest was described as a very 
Batisfaotory one, and taking the group as a whole the crop was better spoken of after 
threshing than at any other time o£ the year. This district gave the largest yield for 
the year, averaging 20.6 bushels per acre, and slightly exceeding its annual average. 






NoETHERN Districts. — The amount of fall wheat grown in the Northern Dia- 
tricts was insignificant. It was reported as of fair quality, but not equal to last year'a 
crop. However, the experience with this ijraiu has been such as to induce some to givB 
it an increased acreage. 



)f any being plowed up. 

J. Wright, Dover. Kent : Wheat is in fair condition at iiresent, although it haa suffered from froBta 
and cold dry weather in April, Bapecially on Handy or liRht soils. Owing to deep frost in the winter, and 
aeVBral heavy rains while the ground was frozen, several spots were filled with water, and ice was formed 
which killed ont the wheat. Very little is plowed up, 

Jabel Kobinson, Soathwold. Elg^Q : Fall wheat In this locality looks very poor. It looked well in 
March when the snow left, but the cold wsaChcr in April destroyed mute than half in many fields. 
Highly manured and sheltered pieces are pretty good in all kinds of Hoil. None was injured by insects 
oicept by wire-worm in the fall, but some spots were totally killed by ice. I have only noticed one field 
plowed up, although there are many that ought to be. 

D. Schooley, Bertie, Welland : Wheat is looking pretty fair. It is best on black-muck and gravally 
BoiL It was injured about one-fourth by ice and dry, cold winds this spring, but very little by insects. 
There has been oaoe plowed up, nor is there likely to be any. 

J. Dallas, Boaanquet, Lambtcn : Fall wheat wintered fairly well. There was no injury from frost or- 
snow up to the middle of April, bat it got badly thinned ont since on account of continuuus cold, dry 
weather, which damaged it one-third at least. Considerable hia been plowed up and sown into barley. 
The wire-worm injured some fields badly. 

John Soott, Uowick, Huron : Owing to the extreme drouth of last fall the plant was very weakly set 
in. The winter being favorable it came ont all right in the sprit^, but the freezing and thawing and cold 
weather up to the last week of April left the plant very weak indeed. On low land where the water lay- 
in the spring the plant seems to be in the best condition. Wheal suffered no injury from snow, ice or 
rain, but a (treat deal of damage was done by frost in spring. There was no damage by worms or insects.. 
There was a great deal of plowing up done in early spring, and ijuite a number are now sorry for doing so, 
as the plant is in a better condition than they expected to see it. 

John Douglass, Arran, Bruce : The fall wheat in this section is looking very sickly on low mucky- 
and undrained lands, but is fair on high clay lands. The wheat bad not been injured during the winter, 
and looked well when the snow went off, but continued frost and cold weather heaved it. Very little was. 
plowed up, as a great many fields had been seeded to grass and clover. 

John Cameron, Holland, Grey : The cold spiell the latter part of April was very hard on fall wheat. 
It is best on light land well summer fallowed and manured. A ooHsiderabls quantity of it was heaved out 
and perished, especially on heavy clay soils, owing to the severe nigbt frosts in April, Very little has 
been plowed up. 

John Darby, Veapra, Simeoe ; There are a few good crops on fallow, but they are the exceptions. It, 
ia generally patchy, and on atubble land is very backward, on account of getting so little growth last falL 
Not much has been killed except around the fences where the drifts have Iwen deep. 

W. D. Stanley, Biddulpb, Middlesex : Fall wheat stood the winter fine, but the cold spring and 
bard frosts have done great damage, bo much so as to spoil a great many fields that promised well in the 
early spring. It appears to have stood the winter and spring best on summer fallows and fresh landfl- 
well uuderdrained. It waa injured chiefiy by spring frosts and auffered from want of rain, 
John Henderson, Nisaouri E,, Oxford : Fall wheat looked well 

winds in April and frosts have hurt it badly. The half of it lool__ . __^ ^ , , __ „ „ 

weather it may bo a fair crop yet. No worms or insects have hurt it, and there is very little of 

A. Freeman, Biirford, Brant : The general condition of fall wheat ia very poor. The cold, backward 
spring, along with the ice, has made the wheat Selds very spotted, with the bare spots the largest 



Jemtt, Grinuby S., Lincoln : Fall wheat aa a BoOBral thing is at preaent loolting very piKjr. 

The beat wheat is foimd on low or bottom lands with belts of [oreat for pTOteotion. The wheat eeemed to 
come throuefa the winter all right, aod at the time the snow went off looked well, although u light top on 
mosounC of dr}^ weather last fall, tt wae injured to a great extent by fieezing this spring, and by the 
month of April being too dry. Some wheat haa been plowed up and reaown with spring grain. 

Robt Inkaetter, Beverley, Wentworth : I never saw the fall wheat look much woree than it doea at 
preBent. It came out from under the snow, or rather ice, all rigjit. but the cold dry weather and frosty ^ 
nights of March and April did the miachief. Under the moat favorable cireumatanoes we can espect only 
A EUiall crop. 

D. James, Markham, York : The condition of fall wheat is from fair to good. It waa somewhat 
injured ou low lauda, or landa principally adapted for barley and iiats. but was goad on sharp clayey soil. 
The cold dry weather of spring, with the unueually hard irosta, woidd injure it one-fifth ; not that one- 
fifth will be plowed up, but portiona of a field will be but one-half and other portions tbreejourtha of a 
crop. Only a small quantity haa been plowed up. 

R. S. Wehater, Scott, Ontario ; In expoaed places fall wheat was winter-killed, but it looks very fair 
where at all aheltered. It looks beat in moderately light soil. I have not beard of any injury from worms 
or ioBeots. On north and western aiopes aome fall wheat haa baen plowed up ; hut the fact ia only a small 
quantity is now sown eornpared with what waa put in a few yeara ago. 

S.. A. Baker, Camden, Lennox and Addin^ton : Fall wheat looka very bad. In has been badly winter- 
• killed, and the continual dry weatbei ia injuring it atill further. Not much ts uonn however, and as 
farmera generatl; seed down with it there will not likely be mach plowed up. 

Fer^aon Whiteaide, M.iripoaa, Tictoria : More than half the fall wheat ia being plowed up and put 
into spring wheat and barley. It waa much injured by continued cold north and west wiuda and froet 
after the snow melted. Sheltered fields which were well summer-iallowed look well, hut clover fields 
sowed to fall wheat were too dry, and ao are all a failure. 

Alox. Smith, Dummer, Peterborough : Fall wheat, where the ground is drained naturally or artifici- 
ally, looka well ; where it ia low and damp it ia thin and of small growth. On high and eipoaed parts it 
h»« suffered badly from frosty winds, but nowhere by anow, ice or inaeets. I do not know of any wheat 
haying been plowed up. 



Sdwacd Naah, Mereea, Easex : Cutting began aboub the middle of July, and the crop waa harvested 
in good condition. Wherever the wheat was sheltered it was a good crop, but in exposed aituations it was 
no mare thao httlf a crop, 

G. M. Baird, Harwich, Kent : Cutting began about the 15th of July. In the early part of the aeaaon 
thedioQth hurt the crop, but about the be^uning of June we had a fine rain with continuoua showers, 
which improved it wonderfully, ao that it will he about a two-thirds crop in tbia townahip. It waa har- 
Tssted in good shape and ia of good quality. 

Samuel Maccoll, Dunw-icb, Elgin : Harvesting fall wlieat was unusually late thia aeason, aa it was not 
commenced till the 23rd of July, and is not vet (August 9th) houaed by some. The apring and early part 
of the aummei being cold and dry told materially against thia crop. The wire-worm damaged some tielda, 
but with all its drawbacks the yield will be a two-tbiida crop, aecnred in good condition and of good quality- 
George W. Newman, Walainghara, Norfolk; Fall wheat suffered from spring frosts. Cutting com- 
menced about the 16th of July, and was secured generally in good condition. The Derry is plump, and the 
yialJ ia better than was expected earlier in the year. 

Frederick Mehlenbacher, Rainham, Haldimand : Cutting began ahont the 26th of July. The crop 
suffered very much from drouth. That which came to maturity ia a fair aample, but the late wheat was 
struck by rust and ia ahrunken in conaequence. 

H. H. Beam, Willoughby, Walland : Some began cutting on July 13th, but the bulk of the crop waa 
out in the week beginning July lUth. The crop waa injured to a great e.\tent by the extremely dry weather 
of May and early June. Some few pieces were slightly injured by the fieeaiau fly. It waa secured in good 
condition and was of fair quality. 

J. Dallas, Bosanquet, Lambton : Fall wheat cutting began on the 30th. It Buffered severely in tha 
spring from cold and drouth, and also from rust. We had favorable harveat weather, and it was aecured in 
irood condition. It is of fair quality. 

G. E. Creaawell, Tuokeremith, Huron: Cutting bejian on the 19th of July. There was very little 
injury from drouth. The Heeaian fly out the straw neaj the ground, hut the gram ia very little injured. 
Late sown wheat waa very mueh injured by rust. It waa secured in the beat possible condition. The 
qn^ity of early aown ia good, hut late sown is shrunken Ln the berry. 

W. G- Ritchie, Greenock, Bruce : Cutting commenced about the 23rd of July. The drouth haatened 
the maturity of the tall wheat, by which it Buffered in the filling. The Haaaian fly and the rust also dam- 
aged tha crop. The crop as a whole has been housed in. fair order, but owing to a heavy rsin on the 3rd 
August the straw is pretty badly damaged. 

a. Dunlop, Euphrasia, Grey : Cutting commenced about the 1st of August, but in some cases about 
two or three days sooner. The crop anffered a little from drouth, but I believe it was free from insect 
peats. It waa aecnred in excellent condition and is of good quality. 

Basil R. RowB, Orillia, Simcoe : Cutting began about the 21at of July. It may have suffered a little 
from drouth, but certainly only a very little, but from nothing eke except the cold spring. The quality is 
good, and it wag secured m fins order as we had no nun at the time. 
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, _. Wfl comiDsiiced to out f»U wbeat on the aOth of July, ud 

■ibaut the sama time. Same wheat anSerHl from beinK wintcr-kUled or heand 

cmuaod Hiiiie dBiDKgs. The <»op ia not moni tlwn aa aver»», but is in medinj 

' ' '' Meditvmneui and CIbwboh runtnl badly. 

Thna. Baird, Bluidford, Oxford: Fall wbisat outcing began frnm the 15th to the SOtb of Jnlf. IV 

«rap did not Buffer much from drouth or innectg. It liaa bwn necured in good condition for the mm' 

ijata Delds suffered from too muob rain. , The quality aroand this neif-hborhood >h Ho. 1. 

Tbo«. A. Good, Bniatfurd. Brant: Cutting began about the 18th of Jul;, and soon beeaina ra(tf 
goaeraL It did not iiuSermaoh [rona drouth sinae the Int of June. The dry. cold weather of May bnltit 
a good deal. The HeHinu fly appeared in a few placet, and the straw was badl^ ottnkLed down wbera 
juld abort. It waa harrested in very fair order, and in up to the averai:e in quality. 



John (^mpbell, Blanahard, Perth : Cutting commenced on the 3Srd of July, aod b> 

"■',. The crop Buffered considerably from drouth in the etzly part of the Bsaaoii, I ... _ 

of any sort from iuaect pesta. Most of it was aecurtKl in fair conditinii. The qoality ia ptoA, aid 



C. Nicklin, Filkingtnn, Wellington : Fall wheat was harreated during the but week of Jaty. Hist 
„u.e no insect pests; the crop was injured more by rust than anything else. Here and there than iia 
good Geld. There wan aplendid barveat weather, and the 4uality of the grain i» muliuin. 

Richnrd Blain, Dumfries N,, Waterloo: Cutting was general about the 23rd of July. Fall wkat 
aaSeced very little from drouth or iniect pesta; the deiioiency in the yield i* chiefly from winter-killing ud 
oold weather in April and May. The orop was well secured, and the sample i> good. 

Bobt. Dickson, Luther E. , Dufferin : Cutting befnn about the 6th of August, The crop has suStirsd 
from drouth. The Bpring cleared up cold and dry. There waa a heavy frost about the 16th (rf May, lad 
the Beldg never recoTered after that date. The crop waa S(>cun)d in gvoil condition. The straw is bglit, 
but the grain is good. 

A. apears, Uaiator, Lincoln; Cuttins began about the 20th of July. 
April and May, with cold north and north-wast winds. It waa secured i 
only in isolated aectiona. 

Ceoi^B Hart, Saltfieet, Wentworth ; Cutting began about the 2Sth of July. The crop suffered bidij 
from the droutii of the spring. It haa beeu secured in g(Hjd condition. The quality^ however, ■ 
very poor. 

Oolin Cameron, Nasa^gaweya, Halton : Cutting b^an about the 2fith of July, The wheat aoOcnd 
lery little from drouth or insecta, but very much from frost ; npt half a crop ia left. It WM Vary vH 
secured, and the grain is good where it escaped winter-killing, but poor on eipotmd places. 

F. J. Sleightholm, Toronto f^re. Feel : Cutting began on the 20tb of July. The crop euSered n; 
much from diouth during the early part of the seaaoo, and also from extreme cold in April and May. Od 
low lands there was considerable mat, but no insect peats were observed. It waa fairly well aaonrsil, 
although some waa taken in damp. The quality is ' ' 

Thos. Ramage, Etobicoke, York : Cuttiiig commenced about the 35th of July. It suffered fnii 
drouth, bat there waa little or no injury from insects. The chief trouble waa the cold spring and Uie !a 
frosts. It was secured in good condition, and the quality is Rood. 

Robt. H. Shipman, Brock, Ontario : The cutting of fall wheat began about the 18th of July. It bl> 
not auffered from drouth or inaeats, and was harveated in good condition. The quality ia very good, iiat 
owing to winter-killing the acreage ia limited. 

Thos. Syer, Manveis, Durham : Fall wheat cutting commenced about the SOth of July. It stood Ibe 
dry weather very well, and haa not been injured by rust or insects . It has been housed in good conditio!. 
The quality of the gram is good, but the yield per acre will not be large. There in not much f jl whnl 
grown in this township. 

W. J. Westington, Hamilton, Northumberland : Cutting started about the 20th of Jnly. . „, 

did not suffer from drouth or from insects. It waa secured in very good condition, and ia of verygwl 
quality. Very little is grown in this aection. 

Wm. R. Dempsey, Ameliasburg, Prince Edward : It haa been very dry here, but fall wh( 
Bufferedthe least of any crop from the drouth. Inaects have doneno damage. The crop waa well tt 
The atraw is short hut the quality of the grain is good. Very little is grown here. 

Leonard Wager, Sheffield, Lennox and Addington : Cutting commenced on July 12th. The OIW 
suffered by drouth. The straw waa abort and very thin on the ground, It waa aaved id good condition, 
and the sample is fairly good. 

Joshua Knight, Storrington, Frontanac : Cutting commenced about July 20tb. The crop auffmrf 
some from drouth, but no rust or insects injured it. The atraw is short, but the berry is large and plomPi 
<p was secured in good couditi — 

Sennett, Roiborouch. Storm; . , „, 

is very good. The drouth did not seem to hurt it. It will yield from 25 to 30 buahels an acre. 
P. A, Stewart, Lochiel, Glengarry : I am not aware of any fall wheat in this townahip. Si, 
grown here at one timeout it became so aubjeot to winter-killing that its cultivation has been 



grown iiere *Hf uiie i.*uioju«i, nf_vir,.jfcu>i;. 3u <3tirj^-^i^ uu ,¥iuLQj-aiLiiu|f buAb iw cuibivabioQ nas oseu all 

wholly difloontinned. Where it aurvived the wintfr it waa generally a better yield than spring wheat. 

Edmond Byrne, Burgess, Lanark: Cutting began on the 20th July. The orop is very good, 

very littlB has been sown in this township for the past two or three years on account of former fafloMa 



ilip, Bflxley, Victoria : Wheat wus cat cni the 20th af July. It HoSerBd froir drouth, itnd 
„ it and fine on thia limestone aoil. The crop via lecurad in excellent condition. The gr&in 
ia nther bright and plump, but smaller than usuaL 



Charla* Anderson, Tyendinagrt, Hsstings ; Cutting began abiiut the middle of July. The ■ 
)t injured b^ insects, but autfer^ from the drouth, especially on high land. It was quite thii 
It was well secured, and the quality was eicelleut. 



not injured by insect 
eniund and short in 



E. E. Tole, Harwioh, Kent : Fall wheat generally ia of Rood quality, although wime late pieces a 
•lightly shrunken from cunt. 

Samuel Maccoll, Dunwich, Elgin : Fall wheat ta fully up to the si 
our delivery point or tested scales from 60 to 64 pouaiJa to the buaheL 

B. B. Smart, Samia, Lambton : Some varietien are very good, bi 
around here, 

, but there ia not much 



uidard in qtmlity, weighing at 
b tlie ClaWBon 19 badly rusted 



oEit 



, Goderich, Huron : >'all wheat ta bright a 
ray, Bruce, Bruce : Fall wheat has turned oi 



d plump in gn 
. better than w 



expected. The grain is 



Hugh Murn 

George Binnie, GlenelK, Grey : Fall wheat is of very good quality, being plump and full- 
Basil R. Rowe, Orillia, Siuiooe : The quality of fall wheat ia good, aod there in a targe amount of 

(grain considering tbe small quantity of straw. 
. _ Peter Stewart, Williams W., Middlesex : Fall wheat is not so good as last year. The first that 

ripened is good, but the late got caught with the rust and is shiunkon. 

Wm. Gerrie, O):ford N., Oiford ; Fall wheat in general is of good qaality, though in some places 



lahrunkeu from n 



Dod, and as ageneral rule i 






Archibald Dawson, Oakland, Brant : Fall wheat is shrunken and all straw is ehort. The army-woim 
1 considerable damage in parts of the township, and ao did the rose-bug. This is likely to prove the worst 
It of any, as nothing geema to kill it. 

a uniform crop. While some is plump and 

the grain is very much shrunken, 

itity of the fall wheat is very good, but some 



better than we expeeted Some Gelds 
■ " ' - own fields, however, 

conaiderably winter- 



W. a Smith, Wilmot, Waterloo : Fall wheat haa turned 
Imve yielded 30 buahala to the acre, weighing 62 puunds per bi 
it WBB badly winter-killed, and yielded only 15 bushels per aoro of poor quality, 

John Cnmeliua, Garafraia E,, DuSerin : Fall wheat is good in quality, but 
billed, which makes the yield rather light, 

Wm. McDonald, Esque-ing, Halton : The greater part of the tall wheat is fully up 
4)aality. Some was badly winter-killed and rusted, and some of it ia badly shrunken. 

W. B 
«ihort on account of winter-killing and freezing out in the spring. 

Thos. Syer. Manvers, Durham : Fall wheat has been a fair crop whei 
a,Txj extent in this ton-nahip. 

J. C- Duon Brighton, Northumberland : The quality of fall wheat is 
^a that of 1887. the berry being smaller and not so good in color. 

Luther Piatt, Athol, Prince Edward : Fall wheat was plump and sound 

R. J. Duulop, Fittaburg, Frontenac : Eall wheat waa very little son 
the winter was a very fair sample. 

T. M. Robertson, Nepaan, Carleton : Fall wheat was very little sow 
prad quality. 

James Dermott, Garden, Victoria : Fall wheat is a first-class sample, 

Thns. J. Thompson, Rawdon, RastiugH : Fall wheal b a good samplf 
drop throughout. 
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THE NEW CROP OF FALL WHEAT. 

Reports regarding the new sowing of fall wheat were very eDCOuraging. In the 
weatero seoLioa of the province, where the crop is chiefly grown, about the usual acrea^ 
was sown, and as a, rule the ground was in a good condition for the reception of seed, 
although in some cases ratlier on the dry side. Owing to the late harvest and drouth the 
seed was put in somewhat Intor than usual, and although rains came generously in the 
latter part of the [all the weather was so cold that there was hardly the average groirtfa, 
and consequently some fields were looking thin and backward. la some weeten 
counties, more especially iu the West Midland group, dauiage by the wire-worm, tha 
white grub and the Hessian fly was reported, aJthoogh not to any serious extent. In the 
eastern half of the provioce, where fall wheat has been but little grown, a very decided 
increase in the acreage is reported by many correspondents. The cold wet weather of 
October retarded the growth to ft considerable extent ; but whilo the crop was light of 
top it was almost always reported as very healthy a^d much more promising than that 
of the previous year. 



m, Colcbebter S., Knei : Tbe acreage of new fall whekt if 
iiind a,t towioK wm very unfavorable, aa it vtmi too dr. 
■n jml before the rain came look vary well, but on the whole tha crop ii 
■ ' ■' ' cold weather. 

^. ... jeof fall wheat. It wu very dr; early in lb» 

, . „ „ e delayed in coD»equence. There were Gopioua rains at intemli 

later on, but fully one-fourth waa put in later than unual. The urop in now looking Kplendid. 

JohuHaggftD, Malahide, Elgin ; The acreage of fall wheat isabout the name a» lait year. The Broonil 
Ronerally was in good condition, but on accmunt of the dry, cMld weather it is very backward, and is not 
fooking very promiBing. 

James Murriaon. WaUii 
neund vat iu sw><l woditioi 

[ there i> no injary by fly or otner Lnsect. 

Guye Culver, Bainham, Haldimand : About the aaroe amount o[ fall whtat has bee 
■eaaOD. The ground was in good cunditlun at teeding time, and wheat never came up b> 
well, although October has been almont too wet for taw lands. 

John A. Law, Stamford, WeUand : The acreage of fall wheat is about the same ■■ 1: 
ETOiind was iu good condition at seeding time, and the present appearance ia good. 
insect hat been reported. 

Robt. Monti^iDery, Enniskilleu, Lambton : The acreage of fall wheat i 
The ground was in good order when piown, and the prospeeta are exeelleni 
no injury by Ueuian fly nr other iniieot. 

John C. Morrison, MoKillop, Huron ; There is about the same acreage i 
in better condition, being mostly auramtr- fallowed on pea-ground. The whe 
not BO thick as in some years 

W. G. Ritchie, Greenock, Bruce : About the unual oarsafre ol fall wheat has been put in. What ml 
sown oil summer fallow looks good, but pea-ground i< backward, owing to the drynesa of the gTonnd at 
■eeding time and the cold weather since. 

George Binnie. Glenelg. Grey : Them ia a greater breadth of fall wheat aown thii year than last— 
perhaPB 10 per cent. more. Most of it was put in iu gotid shape, but some of it was too latn. Whore sown 
early it looks well, and has niftdo good growth, but late sown a scarcely up yet. 

Basil R. Rowe, Orillia, Simooe : A large area of fall wheat has been sown— i 
tall. Tbe ground was in good condition for seeding, although rather dry. The 
but tbe growth was long in starting, and was ohecked afterwards by cold weathi 

Thoa. Nangle, Biddulph, Middlesex ; The acreage is about equol to last seae 
hard and dry at the time of sowing. The growth has been alow, and the presei 
The wire-worm and the white grub have done a large amount of damage. 

Stephen Hall, Blenheim, Oxford : About the 
very dry at seeding time, and the leault is a sma 
Hessian fly. 

Henry Key, Oakland, Brant: I think weisay safely say there is at least 30 per cent, less acreage aown 
than last year. The ground at the usual timn of sowing was very dry, and this was the cause of maiiy sow- 
ing at a later date than they otherwise would have done ; but some fine rains came on later, and the cnp 
has made a good start and is looking healthy. 

Wm. Courtioe, Fullarton, Perth ; I think the acreage ia rather less than last fall. At the time of aow- 
ing the ground was dry and hard and lumpy for the moat part, but well prepared summer fallows went in 
in good order. The plants are not large, and there has been aome injury done by the Hesuui fly as wall as 
by the common white grub. 



Charles NickliD, FilkingtoQ, Wellingtan : There is about tho suue a^ 
^:nnuidwHE dry, but viaa worked up better than last year. The crop looks b< 
lOf; bean Bnougb rain to keep it groving pretty well. 

Levi Witmer, Waterloo, Waterloo ; The ground was in fine t 
quite favorable, but the plant has not made the same growth a 
healthy in appearance. 

Jonathan Varooe, Amaranth, Dufferio x A h'ttle more fall wheat has been aown than last saai^ni, the 
fall KTOwth being somewhat more favorable. Summsr fallows were in great order this year. The orop is 

W. H. VaoDuzer, Gritnuby N., Lincoln : The fall wheat looks well at prtxent.'but there is not quite ta 
much aown as last year. The ground was a tittle dry for early sowing, bat the rain came in time to get it 
in toon enough. There is no appearance of Hessian fly yet. 

George Hart, Salttleet, Wentworth : The ground was in splemlld condition, knd timely rains brought 
the plant up. The mild weather has caused it to make gc^od progress. A frost occurred about the 20th of 
September, which prevented the Hessian fly from puttinft in an appearance. 

W. A. McCartney, Trafalgar, Halton ; The ground wasingoud condition at sowing, and at present the 
crop has a good top and ii good appearahce generally. 

John Sinclair. Chinguaconsy, Peel; Fall wheat looks remarkably well. lu fact, I never saw it looking- 
better. The ground was in a fine tiUable condition when seeded, and Che weather has been favorable for 
rapid growth. A larger area is sown this year than last. 

Simpson Rennie, Scarborough, York : The muist condition of tho ground at seeding time was favor- 
able, and the fields are looking well. 

Robt. H. Shipman. Brock, Ontario ; The ground was in fine condition at the time of seeding, and fall 
wheat now looks bb well as usoal. That sown early is in best condition. 

Thos. Syor, Manvers, Durham ; The acreage of fall wheat sown in this township is small, although 
larger than last year. The 0OQditi.in of the soil was far more favorable this year than last, there being 
plenty of rain to produce a good growth, and it looks ver; well. The kind sowed is chiefly Claweon. 

J. C. Dunn. Brighton, Northumberland: I sboiild think that fully one-third moreacreage is sown in thii 
township this fall. The condition of the soil at seeding was all that could be desired. The present appear- 
ance is fairly good, although there has been no great growth. 

Luther Piatt. Atbol, Prince Edward ; The aoreaee uf fall wheat is somewhat in excess of last year. 
The soil was generally in good condition for seed, and ths crop looka well at present. 

E. R. Sills, Fredericksbur); S.. Lennox and Addingtou : Fall whsat occupies a greater area this year 
than last, and as it was put io in good condition its present appearance givea indications of an abaDdant 

R.J. Dunlop, Pittsburg, Frontenac : Fall wheat has been more e.ttensively sovfn than nsnal, and at 
present looks remarkably well. There was an abundance of moisture to give it a start immediately after. 
sowing, and much was on summer fallow. 

J. Uaitland, Montague, Lanark : More fall whsat has been sown this year than last. The ground 
was in good condition at seeding, and the crop has a fine appearance, 

John Dermolt, Garden, Victoria ; About the same area of fall wheat is sown as last year. The ground 
was infir^t-claas condition, and the present appearance is more forward than at the same time last year. 

Wm. Armstrong, Otonabee, Peteiboroi^h : More fall wheat has been sown this year than last. The 
land was in fine condition for a seed bed. What was sown in the flrst week of September was good, but 
what was put in later was backward, as October was a cold month. 

■T. C. Hanley, Tyendinaga, Hastings ; At least 25 per cent, mure fall wheat lias been sown. In most, 
cases the land was in eood condition at sowing, and the fields look well now. 



SPRING WHEAT. 



The condition of spring wheat in 1888 waa more favorable than it has boen for 
several years, and several correspondents voice the regret prevailing among farmers 
that there was not an increase in the acreage instead of a decrease of nearly one-fourth. 
The favorable condition of the soil at the time of seeding gave the young plant a 
good start, and the crop was almost entirely free from those fungus growths of smut 
and rust which are more likely to appear if the seeding season has been wet and back- 
ward. Very little injury was done by insects, the midge only having been mentioned, 
and that rarely. In the central and eastern portions of Ontario, where the bulk of 
the spring wheat area of the province ia found, and where, too, the drouth was 
severest, the crop was reported as being much better than for many years. In the Lake 
Ontario group it was harvested in good condition, but in the river counties reports are 
general as to injury by frequent rains during harvesting. Like other cereals, spring 
wheat was affected bv tho summer drouth, but this was shown more in the shortness of 

r than in the yield or quality of grain. In fact the sample was a good one, the berry 



i^ftw than 



«a a. rule being plump and very m-krketable. The foUoirin|[ table ahoTB the acreage and 

jield bj county groups for 1887 and 1888 : 



DiRtriote. 


1888. 


18S7. 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
par 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush.l 
per 




11,210 


102,658 
173,648 




10,841 
28,013 


114,438 
232.171 




LflkoHuron 


]5.5 


8.3 






837,469 

485.812 

2,20a,619 




65,549 
59,4U 
139,339 








39,478 
110,680 


16.6 
19.a 


537,955 
1,676,723 


9.1 
12.0 


LiltEOntaria 


St. Lawrenoe and Ottawa 


100,624 


1,804,316 


17.9 


114,130 


1,599,293 


14.0 


East Midland 


54,092 


741,597 


13.7 


61,031 


687,347 


11.3 




6,916 


101,640 


17.7 


6,607 


118,067 


18.1 






367,850 


6.453,659 


17.5 


484,821 


5.633,117 


11.6 





For the past three years there has been a rapid decrease in the acreage of spring 
■wheat, so much so that the area given to the crop in 1888 was not one-half of that of 
1885. The average yield per acre in. 1887 was only 1 1.6 bushels, and in consequence the 
acreage shrank from 484,821 in that year to 367,850 in 1888. The greatest decrease in the 
area of spring wheat was observed in the west, as in the first four groups comprising the 
table the acreage fell from 163,814 in 18S7,to 96,638 in 1888, a reduction of about 41 per 
■cent. In none of the districts did the acreage exceed that of the previous year. The average 
yield of the province was 17.5 bushels per acre, compared with 15,7 bushels in the seven 
years 1882-8; and notwithstanding the decrease in the acreage the total yield exceeded 
that of 1887 by 820,442 bushels, although it falls short by 2,794,560 bushels of the an- 
nual average yield for the seven years 1882-8. The largest average yield per acre was 
Teported in the Lake Ontario counties, being 19.9 bushels, or 2.4 bushels above average of 
the province, and 3.3 bushels above the annual average of the group. The Lake Erie 
'Counties, the Northern Districts, and the St. Lawrence and Ottawa group also exceeded 
the average of the province. The lowest average yield was in the East Midland group, 
'being only 13.7 bushels, which is 1.1 bushel below its annual averaga 



A. Papineaa, Rochester, Easei : Very little spring- u 
pretty Eair, with the enceptioo oE met in aoms fieldH, ca 
wheat ia not a proStable crop In Essex. 

Dueald Campbell, Dtmwioh, Elgin : Spring wheat is 
White Russian gives the best promise. There was □□ inj 
the crop was slightly rusted. 

John H. Hou-ier, Can borough, Haldimand ; I i 



1 low-lying lands. Spring 



yfrem 



_, , w spring wheat look better. The Biuaian 

kinds look well. There ia nn progieHS towards harvaating yet. There has 
a. few places. 

Wm. S. HowsII, Sonibra, Lamhton ; Spring wheat is said to be good— in better condition than for 
aeyeral years baiik -hut very little has been sown, owing to the failure that has attended it for aome tii 
t bave heard aome complaints of mat, and of lodged grain, 

John Burgeai, Turnberry, Huron : Spring wheat is in good condition. Very little ia grown, but of tha 
three or foxir varieties aown Blue Stem and White Rnaaian promiae best, though all look well. Cutting is 
jn^t beginning. Tbe only damage is from dronth. 

James Tolton, Brant. Bnioe ; What little spring wheat is grown looks well. The only variety aowi 
thi« locality is the Colorado. At this date (Aug. 9), the crop is about half cut. It was injured aboul 
pur cent, by droutb ; no perceptible injury from rust or insects. 



R. Dunlop, EuphrRsift, Gray: On good rich land thera wiQ be pretty fair grain, with ehort straw. 
Redfera appears to withstand the drouth well, but upon heavy clay or poor land all kindii will be ligbt. 
The firdt sowing- ia now ready for harreBting. There has been Rreat injury from drouth, but I believe the 
crop hikB been pretty free from ruat or inaecta. 

BaaU B. Uawe, OriUia, Simooe : The quaUty of spring wheat ia tolerablr good. Defiance, White Fife 
and White Russian all do well. The drouth hai raduced the quantity oue-lialf, but there was no injury 

Wm. Watcher, Dorchester N., Middlasox : Spring wheat is a fair crop. It is all cut, but not 
hoiieed. California Defiance is the leading variety in this section. It was injured Bomewhat by rust on 
low ground. 

E. H. Brown, Niaaouri E , Oxford : The appearance of spring wheat is very good. The crop stands- 
heavy, and, but [or rust, would give a large yield. The French Imperial if cbieHy grown here. None has 
yet been cut. There was no injury save from rust which hurt the crop badly. 

Thos. .Steele, Downle, Perth : Spring whenthos been cut, but id not all in yet. It will be a fine crop, 
and the sample is very fair. Redfera la most largely suwn here. There was very little midge, but ruat 
Hbruck it before it was fairly ripe. 

Geo. Cushiug, Arthur, Wellington : The condition of spriaK wheat Is very good. The drouth has hurt 
it to some extent, but there has been but little injury from insects. The Goose is the priooipal kind sown 
in this section. 

Chriatian T. Groh, Waterloo, Water! 
principal sort grown ia this locality iathe 
are DO complaints of insect pests. 

James Freebnry, Mono, Dufferin ; S 
bearded variety, knowu aa Michigan AmC 
from droath on atl high land. 

J. Huabttnd, Trafalgar, Hallon : Spring wheat ia in good condition. White Russian and Gooae wheat 
ace the only kinds grown here that I am aware of, and I think the White Russian ia'the better. There baa 
been no injury of any account. 

John Campbell, Chinguacousy, Peel ; Spring wheat looks very promising. The Wild Goose variety is 
oliiefiy grown here. I got two bushels of South Sea Island wheat four years ago from Iowa, U.S., which 
has done well wherever sown. It generally yields about 20 bushels an acre, and it has been sown by a good 

mu); huro for the last two years. 



J. D. Evana, Etobicoke, Tork : Spring wheat is an excellent crop. 
If is inferior in quality. The White Russian seems to be the best. Some 
nut, but otherwise the crop has been uoinjnred. 



R. S. Webster, l^cotC, Ontario : Spring wheat is a light orop, but the sample is good. There was very 
little rust. I think the acreage was considerably reduced from last year. White Russian, Club, aud White 
Fife promise best. Harvesting is well under way, and with favorable weather all will be housed by the 
30th dC August. The drouth caused light straw, but there was no damage by insects. 

Thos. Syer, Manvers, Durham : Spring wheat, I think, is the best crop of the 'season It looks to be 
a nice, even crop, although the straw is somewhat short. Cutting has just about commenced (Aug. 10), but 
there ha^ been far less sown than usual. White Russian »nd Colorado seem to ba the varieties mostly sown 
here. I have seen some fields of Golden Drop that looted very fine. 

E. J. Honey, Percy, North urobprland ; The straw ia very short "owing to the drouth, but the heads are 
well filled. The beaided varieties have done best, aa they grow a little more atraw. The crop was very 
much injured by the drouth, but there was no injury by rust or insects. A lot of the atraw is so short 
that it cannot be bound. 

Samuel N. Smith, Sophiasbnrg, Prince Edward : Spring wheat is almost a complete failure, only a 
few very early lots were north harvesting. The drouth was the principal cause of complaint. R<^dfem 
and Fife wheat did better than could be expected after the continual dry aoaaon. Vefy many farmera do 
not sow any spring wheat now. 

Wm. J. Hinchey, Sheffield, Addington : Spring wheat is of average quality. White Russian and 
Vite are most sown. There will be only about half an average crop on account of tlie drouth. 

B. J. Spoor, Wolfe Island, Frontenac : Spring wheat is of a good quality and an average crop for 
irlut has been sown, but there is very little grown here now. The crop has not been doing well here the 
liwt few years. Although this was once a good wheat section, there is just enough grown now for home 



Ambrose Derbyshire, Bastard, Leeds and Grenville : Not much spring wheat is mwn in this town- 
Mp, although here and there a piece has been aecnred in good condition, scotch and Manitoba varieties 
tie principally sown. The grain is all harvested. It has not been damaged materially either by rust or 
Inseot. The drouth affected it on high lands. The straw will be short, and it riyeued too soou. 

Jaa. Collisnn, Matilda, Dnndas ; Spring wheat ia well filled, but not very heavy on the ground. The 
droqth did injiiry, but the crop was not hurt by any other cause. Some pieces were damaged by a hail 
■torm on the first of July. 

D. B. McMUlan, Lochiel, Glengarry : Spring wheat is in very good condition. White Russian eivea 
the best promise in tliis townaliip. The drouth has done but little injury to spring wheat. 








Wm. AIliHui. HiwkeBbury E., Pr«cotl ; The rtrew u tbon but well hwdod »td weU 61f«l- IW; 
twn and White Rusaian are moat in f»»or here. Some oommenced mitting on the 6tti nt AufjuBt, balHit 
bulk of the orop wUl not be fit lo cut before the I5th. There hM bften no rut or iojiirj from .naecu. Ita 
straw ia short in the early *owD on account o( drouth. 

HeoiT Armstrong, Clarence, Rii«wll : Si>rii« wheat U very good. It w.iuld b«TO been a «plBaiBl 
crop but for the extremely dry weatber, 

T. M. Eobertaon. Nepean. Carleton : Spring wheat i* very short in the strnw, »nd on Eght land t*^ 
injured by drouth ; on low land it wiU he a fair crop. White ItuMian and Scotch wheat are aboiilUn 
beet. There has been no injury except from drouth. 

Wm. Howfeina, Stafford, Renfrew : The atraw is short, but the head la plump and weU filled. ^J^ 
the crop ia rather thin. White Fife and Russian wheat are the moat aueceaflful varieties here. meHiT 
annuner will give us s very amall quantity of (traw. 

Gavin Hamilton, Ramaay, Lanark: Spring wheat ia eiceUent on good land, but on light dry soila it ■ 
ahnoat a failure. All varieties give fair promise, but Scotch has the preference. There has been no iitjnnr 

Eainislargeandnlurop, and the atraw clear and clean. Howeirer, thettraUB 
I yield will he reduced in conaeqaenoe. 



from mat or insect*. .... 

injored the croi), and the yield will bo reduced in conseqaeno 

John Campbell, jr., MaHpona, Victoria ; The condition of spring whea. ... — ,_— .- . 

lorado and Fife whaat ate the kinds ohiefly sown here. The crop is slightly rusted m low lying hi 

J. M. Dnimmond, Otonabee, Peterboroujfh : The crop is in fair condition. The atraw is vo^a^ 
bnt the heada are niedinni and the grain is fairly plump. Colorado is 
Russian or Manitoba. Fife is longer in the straw and la not apt to r 
ftod shells badty. The drouth has caused the crop to be rather thin. 

S. KettUf, Glamorgan, Haliburton : Previoua to the rains a week ago spring whe»t was sufferingfrra 
drouth and was ripening in spots. Showers, however, have made it fill, and it now promises f 
Russian and White Fife aro the oniy varieties grown here. There is no word of ru 



pjury. 

Charles Anderson, Tyendinaga, Hastings 
■lliort in straw, and small in the heads, bnt th 
f Nation are the kinds principally sown. The 

t. Mushoka : The straw i> 



nf( wheat ie , - .. 

a ip^ of good quality. 

a much injury from drouth, 



',%\; 



White Russian gives t 



PBOH 



BT. 



: HOVKKBEB BE 

ring wheat is better than it 
new land wa« 



tor eeveraJ years, bo 

p ; on old land. Uiilo 

had fo 



John H. Beat, Walpole, Haldiroand 
[ TBiy little has been sown. 

James Watson, Moots, Lambton ; Spring wheat 
here well cultivated, it was rather poor. 

John Scott, Howick, Huron; Spring wheal grew very welL and is ..__ ___. ___.. 
r many years. It ripened nicely, and is a good, plump sample. There was very little sown in this to 
]■ ship owing to failure in the past four years. 

John Craig, Amabel, Bruce : Spring wheat is a pretty fair crop, slightly injured by rust. 

Arch. Brown, Keppel, Grey ; Spring wheat was light owing ifl the poor weather in the spring and 
extremely dry summer, but the quality was good and Che yield moderate. 

Basil R, Rows. Orillia, Simcoe : The quality of spring wheat ia good, but there is very little giain 



AdamB 



ord, Dorchester N., Middlesex : Spring wheat is t 
ca, Fullatton, Perth ; What little apring wheat it 



W>d average sample, but ia not 
'aised here is not Tery good, eice^ 



Wm. Cou _ _._, . 

Goose, which did pretty well. But Goose whea 

Albert Fyfe, Minto, Wellington : The yield is the beat we have bad for a grnat Domber of years, ud 
I expect to see more of it sown next year. 

John Campbell, Chinguacouay, Peel : Spring wheat is the beat we have bad fnr three or tour yean. 

W. B. Terry, GwilUmbury N., York ; Spring wheat is above the average both in quantity and quahty, 
"but little is raised in the tovraahip. 

Wm. Spencc, Reach, Ontario : In some parts of the township extra good yields are reported—: 
localities as high as 35 bushels to the Here. 

Thoa. Oyer, Manvers, Durham : Spring; wheat has 'xen a very good crop, but ther^ was not ■ 

- "-'- ---IT as usual. White Fife, White Russian and Colorado are the kinds chiefly sown hon 

George Kennedy, sr., Haldimand, Northumberland : Spring wheat is very shod in the straw, hut the 
ain is of good quality, and threshed out better than was at one time expected. 

Lutlier Piatt, Athol, Prince Edward : Spring wheat is fully up to the average in sample, but ia poor 




C. R. Allison, Fredericksburg 



! of very good quality, hot 



R. J. Dunlop, Fittiburg, Frontenoo : The yield of ipring wheat ia liffiit, bat the quality hs genenlly 
Xood, altbniig!i variable. 

Gideun Fairbairn, Edwitrdnburg, Leeds and Qrenville : Spring wheat was a veiy good yield, lome- 
what danuLged by the wet harveat. 

P. H. McDermid, Cornwall, Stormnnt : Spring wheat is good, excepting Bome late fields which were 
injurediby raio, although not to a large extent. 

F. W. LangreU, Alfred, Preacott ; Spring wheal is very good, but it was injured to aame eJttept at 
hiirvesting by tbo unusual rain fall. 

T. M. RobertaoD, Nepeau, Cacleton : Spring wheat is a good crop and the grain is Gist olass where 
«aved, but it woa somewhat injured by rain wlien in the stook. 

John Whelan, Brudenell aud Lynedocb, Renfrew : Spring wheat is good in grain, but the yield is 
-very light, not being balf an average crop. 

Wm. Pateraon, Ramsay, T.anark ; Spring wheat is good in quality and fair in quantity, but owing tn 
fae&vy nuns in the la&t half of the harveit it was slightly "" ^ 



1. Arm. 



ong, Otonabee, Peter 



I : The berry is plump, but the straw is short and the crop 

Jpring wheat ie abont an average yield but of good quality. 
S wheat was very light on account of midge, but whatevwj 



BARLEY. 



Keports were very uniform from all parts of the province that barley was about ui 
average iu yield aad quality, and where in early situations the crop was secured before 
rain came the sample was all that could be desired. Not matky farmers, howoTer, were 
fortunate enough to forestall the rainy season with their barley harvest, and a large pro- 
portion of the crop, in consequence, bad to run the gauntlet of the " catching " weather 
■which set in early in August, This was more or leas colored ; some of it but slightly, 
where it was protected in the shock and the exposure was not prolonged, and that 
■which was injured the most is expected in most cases to grade not worse than No. 2 
on account of the otherwise good quality of the grain. Individual yields are reported as 
high as 60 bushels per acre, and reports of 35 to 40 bushels are not uncommon. The 
crop was heavier and was better saved in the western peninsula than in the group of 
counties bordering on Lake Ontario, where the principal barley areA is situated. The dry 
weather during the growing season caused barley generally to be short in the straw, and 
the harvesting of it in a loose condition in consequence was more tedious than other- 
■wise. The grain threshed out better in yield than was expected at harvesting, and was 
plump and of iirat-class quality in every other respect than that of color — the greatest 
factor in determining the marketable value of barley. A great deal of barley will be fed 
during the winter, owing to the shortage of the fodder crops, and as the grain is in many 
cases overweight it will be splendid for that purpose. In the following table the acre- 
age and yield, for 1887 and 1888 are compared by county groups ; 
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n I 



Diatricts. 


1888. 


1887. 


Acres. 


BuaheU. 


Bush. 

per 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
per 


Lake Erie 


40,419 

63,140 
158,314 
367,101 
98,958 
96,162 
1,480 


1,243,627 
2,026,067 
1,401,708 
4,833,287 
9,647,764 
2,in,491 
2,009,730 
33,916 


30 
29 
22 
30 

26 
21 
20 
22 


3 
5 
3 

9 


35,742 
(10,932 
58,050 
132,247 
310,216 
86,740 
81,873 


719,372 
1,426,914 
1,308,045 
3,148,162 
B.997,828 
1,875,608 
1,623,751 
36,160 


20 
23 
23 
23 
22 
31 
19 
23 


1 
4 
6 
8 
6 

e 

8 

4 


B 




LakaO«ario 

St. Lawrence and Ottawa. . . 
EastMidland 






895,433 


23,366,569 






17,134,830 



















f The area given to the oultivfttioa of b&rle; now exoeedi thkt of fall vhest bf 

68,895 Bcrm. There were 895,432 acnw sowd to barley m 1888, being 128,086 mon 

than in the prerious year, and 137,907 more than the average for the seven yetn 

1882-8. Compared with 1887 there nas an increase in every f^up except the NorUum 

Diatricts, where the acreage ia merely nominal. The average jielii per acre wai 26.1 

. bushels, which, while 3.8 liuahela more than that of the previous year was identical wiUi 

1 the average for the seven years 1882-S. The Lake Erie counties led with an svera^ 

■ yield of 30.8 bushels, the West Midland came next with 30.5 busheld, the Lake Hnroa 

' group reported 39 bushels, and the Lake Ontario counties slightly exceeded the average 

for the year. The poorust yield was experienced Id the East Midland counties, and tbfl 

remaining three groups were considerably below the average. The total yield was largsr 

than that of the previous year by 6,231,739 bushels, and exceeded the annual 

yield of the seven years by 3,600,133 bushels. 



larnip 



A. Papiniiru, Rocbeater, Esbbi : Barley wu not sown in Ibfkh cjuantitieii, but what there 
and heavy, with the eiceiition that the color wu darkened by occahional ihowera. 

£. B. Tola. Haiwich. Kent ; Barley ia a good tven^ yield : mine thresbed 45 biuheb to tb 
u danii^^ by dhowera in mauy places before it was cut, otherwine the f^rain ia Kood. As We 
ed our barlev to the atock, the matter of color doea not >tlect it much. 

J. McLean, Woodhouae, Norfolk : There is a good yield ot barter. That harvosted in this Li 
I before the heavy rains ia bright, but the remainder is Boinewhat diacolDred. It has been harvested ii 
\ OOnditioD ae a rule. 

Wm. Parker, WolpoTe, Haldimand : The yield is over an average, I 
I bright. A good deal of it ia still in the shook, and the fre<iuent raina 
I The general condition in which it was harvested may be aaid to be good. 

p, lull-headed and of good aiied grain, and will 

_ .. . _ „.. _ , « a great part of it waa harvescod without raio. 

f although aome gol caught. Barkj will be Fed quitu eitenHivuly iinleua the price goes up. 

Jahn Wright, fJoderioh, Huron : This crop has come out pretty fair m to yield, bnt eicenting amiJt 
, . lantities it has been discolored by the rain which came at an inopportune time. Uowevur, it baa beeit 
oaivested ireneraUy in good condition, 

Hugh Murray, Bruce, Bruce ; There ia a poor jield of barley, owin|r to oontinuod dry ¥feathei, Th* 
color is poor aa a general thing, as the rain came on just a.i harvesting had commeaoed, and aboweij 
weather has interfered with the harvesting, but the bulk of the crop will be put in in good condition. 

A. Gifford, Ht, Yincent, Urey ; Barley so far as harvested is very short in the straw, bright in ctdor, 
and will jield a little under the average of good heavy grain— probably 20 busheta to the acre, cucept oa 
hard olay ground where the crop is very poor. ' 

Chas. Cman, Inniafil, Simooe : Barley is very short in the straw, and rather thin on Uie ground, InU 
f urly well Glled. The color is nut ao good as last year. It ripened so irregularly that some was too rips 
before the field wan fit to out. It haa been harvested in good condition. 

Wm. Wright, MeOiUivray, Middlesex : Bade; is a floiid crop. I think it will average 30 bushel- to 
the acre in thie locality. The color is a little off ; it is not so bright as last year, but the grain ih Uigv 
and heavier. It was harvested in fair condition generally, although some of the late fields have been sutr- 
jectsd to quite a few ahowera. 

E. H. Brown, Niaaouri E., Oxford : The yield is far above the average of other years. The color 
will not be good, as we had very heavy rains, and it will all color very badly. It waa harvested in a vaiy 
fair condition. 

Thoa. A. Good, Brantford, Brant : Barley is about an average— say 25 bushels to the acre. Theootnr 
is not very bod, but not quite as good as last year. Some will be pretty bad from heavy caina on the !fri 
and 4tb instant. Mo>t of it has been harvested in fair order, although there is a gaud deal to get in ysL 
More barley has been sown in this section this year than usuaL 

John Campbell, Blanahard, Perth - Barley ii a fair crop on the whole. In some izjstancea it wi* 
secured in good order, but the bulk was exposed to the hoavy rains. It hai been materially injured in 

Oeorg^e Ouahtng, Arthur, Wellington : There are many coutradiotury repcirts of thn barley orop. 
Some IB real good, and some is very poor. On the whole we think the average wdl be from 15 to 130 budlds 
per aore. The early barley will be bright, but the lata boa been diacolored by ram. It Vas uarvested m 
good condition. 

TboB. Mitchell, Diunfries North, Waterloo : Barley is expected to yield 
the crop is discolored. It is mostly harvested in good condition, but a lot got 
had on the night of the lird Angnst. 

Matthew Varcoe, Amaranth, Dufferin : We haveonly commenced to cutt The color will be dark, but 
the grain wilt be [ilump. 



It « 

Colin Cameron. Nftasigaweya, Halton : The yield will be from 25 to 3B biialiBlB per acre. The color 
mewhat dnrker than last year, oaueed by a shower and a few uighta of heavy dew when ripe. Moat of 
tB saved in a good condition. 

1 harvBBted in fine condition, 
ut 23 buaheU on acre, 
well, althoo 



ThoB, Teasdalo, Vauehan, York ; Barley will yield n 



_,il of it will be discolored. Hoi 
and heavy in the grain. 

^lobt. H. Shipman, Brock, <J 

I rery fine uample. The e 

Ddge, Clarke, Dnrhai 

The color la bright 



a harveated In fairly good con 

.tario : The yield of barley will be from 
ied by the.farmen. Abont 60 per cei 
:roago is very large this year 



d will be yfm 



rather Bhor 



1 the n 



, but ii 



SI grain. The color ia bright. Early barley ii in good condition, aud \e 
B. J. Honey, Percy, Northumberland : Barley is a very light crop, owing to the droiith. There is not 
Umnch straw as ueual. Some of the giain is ptump and neavy, bub there will be a lot of light barley 
Some heada have no grain in them : they seem to be blighted by the hot weather. Moit of it has 
^baiveBted without rain, and the color will b« good. 

kmuel N. Smith, Sopfaiaabnig. Prince Edward. A large acreage has been, sown, but on the whole 
~" it be a greater crop. Many fields are a complete failure, and the best gave a very poor jHeld. 
-■_i._ 1.. __,__ ...fl, 1 — g good weight, and waa harveated in good condition. Barley is the 
failure wiU be felt very much here. 



It suf- 



LSZl, 



but the color : 



■n high c1 



s No. 1, e 



tnuch from drouth. The grain is light, but it has a good » 
J. Dunlop, Pittaburg, Frontenae ; The yield generally ia 
1 waa aaved in firat-claBS condition, and is splendid where t 
ly worth cntting, and will be a very aroall return for the acreage. 
. B. Wilaon, Leeds and Linadowne Front, Leeda & GrenviUe: All grain ii 
that wadootored by rain. However, most of it was saved before the rain came. I never saw grain 

-" - this year. 1 have seen some six-rowed barley weigh 54 pounds per bushel. 

'm. Kyle, Williamabui^, Dundaa ; The yield will be slightly under that of average years, but color is 

""■^ ■* harvested m good oondition, owing to the eeanon being so very dry. 

A. Stewart, Lochiel, Clengarry : Ther« ia a fair yield of barley of good color, and it must have 
II. barvasted, aa there waa scarcely any rain dnring July or the first week of August. However, 
>me late barley to cut yet. 

Scott, Goulbonm, Carleton : Barley made a good start, but the drouth started it too soon, and 
will be light. It was harveated in good condition. 

Jaokeon, Lanark, Lanark : The heada are very p'Xirly filled and the grain is very light. The 
lod, however, and the grain has been harvested in good condition. , 

Heaslip, Bexley, Victoria : Barley haa been and is being harvested ii 



^Ib fitat-closB, Vut the yield will be amall. as the 

n Moloney, Douro, Peterborough : Barley has not I 
ni !.„ „ f^if jample and the color will be extra bright. 
1 very dry during harvesting. 
Ilkrl^ Anderson, Tyeudinsea, Hastings : The yie. 
vaa harvested ii 



j short and thin. 

len moro than half a 



The 



B short and light, and waa discolored with r 



irthurJ. Arner, Go^field. Eiaea: Bailoy waa not sei 
ll wae rank, aad nearly the whole crop waa lodged, 
d by the wet weather during harvest, 
jatd Campbell, Dnnwich, Elgin : Barley is a good crop. 

a A, Law, Stamford, Wellaod : Barley is heavy in weigl 

ftfi. Smart, Samia, Lambtun : Barley turned out pretty we 

1 Kernighan, Colborne, Hur>in ; Barley is a good cri 

' ' ' the straw about one-fifth, but the yield of grain? 

M. L. Martin, Bruoe, Bruce : Barley ia a good crop, but 

tniel Marshall, Keppel, Grey ; Barley is a good sampli 



of the drouth. '^'ib^_^^H 
al grain crop of thilt'^^^^H 

discolored with rain. ^^^^| 
1 this locality. The 



iwhat colored, 

re, but more or less diaoolored. 

at of it ia alightly discolored, 



. IS badly colored, 
but some is badly c 



s. Stokes, Veapra, Simcoe : Barley in good in weight, but somewhat diacolored. 



1 



a buge 7>eld of bkrlej, hnt part of it got n 



TluM. Baird, Blandf urd, Oiford ; Barley U ■ kooA kvh 
the wet weather. 

Henry Key, Oaklnnd. Brant : Barley is 
■ometvhat colored owing to >ome light >buw< 

Wi«L Conrtioe, Fullarton, Perth : The i. 
blight and good, but moat of the crop bad aome n 

Albert Fyfe, Mlnto, Wellington: Barley is very good. It ii 



WM injured by the dioath. It wu 



little darker than lart year, biU 
D this locality, and baa been 



ObriBtian T. Groh, Waterloo, Waterloo : Barley is one oE the beet 
mostly all secured without mush rain; consequently the quality is very good. 

Geo. Bailey, Malancthon, Dufferin : Barley it a good crop, but dark in color. 

Robt. InkHtter, BeveHy, Wentworth : Barley wu heavy in the grain, but cunudersbly colored. 

John Marshall, Nassogaweya, Halton : Barley it good in weight, and abont twO'thlrda of it ia good is 

John Sinrlaic, ChinguacoiiBy. Peel: Barley liagood, plump sample, but in lume loealitiea it ii COS- 
eiderably stained. 

Wm. H. Proctor, King, York : Barley ia very piump and heavy, but dark. 

Joaepb Picket, Uxbridge, Ontario: Barley is heavy in berry, but ie elightly discolored. Xct 
very much is first -class in color. 

W. G. Rundle, Darlington, Durhain : Barley was very short in Che straw, but yielded better than wu 
anticipated at harvest. The color along the front near the lake shore in dark, but furtber back the celoi 
is brif^t, and paseea mostly for No. 1. 

Walter Riddell, Hamilton, Northumberland : Barley is of medium quality. Unch of it waa darkened 
by showers during harvest. 
I W. R. Leavens, Httllowell, Prince Edward : Barley is of goud weight, and good color, and exceeds but 

I'-J^ar's crop. 

I E. R. Sills, Frederickabnrg S., Lennoi & Addington ; Barley, which is our main crop, received > 

■niouB check during the dry summer, and, although the yield is amoll, it is plump and bright. 

R. J. Dunlop. Fittstmrg, Frontenac. Barley ia alight crop generally, but it will be briKbt and goodti 
quality. 

Gideon Fairbaira, Edwardnburg, Leeds and Granville : Barley is of a good quality in general, olthongk 
some of it is discolored. 

D. B. McMillan, Iiochiel, Glengarry : Very little barley in sown in this county, bat what was gnm 
would be called a fair crop. 

Lewis Morton, Goulboum, Carleton : Barley is ■ good crop and bright, where early sown, but some U 
rather small in the grain on account of drouth in the early part of Che summer. 

Wm. McGany, Drummond, Lanark : Barley ia good in grain, but considerably damaged by rain ID 
harvesting. 

Wm. Ramsay, Mariposa. Victoria : The moat of the barley wss good as to yield and weight, bnt onlj 



I aibont Na, 2 in color. 



n straw, and the grun is small and ligU, 



Thumae J. Thompson, Rawdon, Hastings ; Barley ia a good sample, but a very poor yield. 

A. Wianoko, Morrison, Uuakoka : Very little barley has been sown, but it is of aicellent quality. 

Wm. Jenkin, Perry, Parry Sound : Barley b a fur crop generally, but is poor on light soil. 



OATS. 

The yield of oats ia about an average, and the hulk of the crop ia up to the mark in 
weight and cjuality. In HOme of the counties of the Lake Erie gronp and in Lambton, 
"lodging" waa reported, owing to excessive growth, but in other sections of ths 
province the opposite cooditioo waa the rule, and complaints were frequent o£ tk 
shortness of the straw. Rust was general in the weatem half of the province, althoo^ 
in most cases the straw waa only slightly attacked. In the counties of Perth, Welling- 
ton and Waterloo there was a good deal of smut, and reports concerning this pest alM 
come from Peel and one or two other counties further east. In several of the river 



^oantiea the graanhopper greedily attacked the atanding oats, and only a modicum wmm 
left for the farmer to thresh ; but even where this iuHect did not put in an appearance, 
the yield wa,a uoeven, and, as a rule, much below the average of the western counties. In 
Muskofca and Parry Souud tains about harvest time caused a sort of second growth, and 
as a consequence a good deal of the oat crop was cut in a rather green condition. In 
Dufferin, Renfrew, and in sonie places in the Northern Districts early frost did injury 
to the crop, and some fields had to be cut for fodder. A number of estraordinary 
yields were reported, in some cases ronning as high as 80 bushels per acre, and taking 
everything into consideration the crop may be cliisaed as fully up to the average. The 
acreage and yield for 1887 and 1888 are given in the following table by county groups : 



DiBtricta. 


ISMfl. 


1887. 


Aoree. 


Bushel*. 


BuJi. 
per 


Acres. 


Buflhels. 


Bush. 
per 




183,079 
210,927 
182,853 
391,766 
315,837 
416,806 
127,531 


7.900,155 
7,771.24G 
6,316,724 
15,931,550 
12,348,560 
12,297.713 
3,288,303 
612.668 


43.2 
36 8 
29.1 
40.7 

29. 1 


in,B77 
180,796 
167,822 
349,628 
289,874 
394,260 
119,789 
18,428 


5,346,620 
5,934,446 
4,513,089 

11,267,375 
8,395.202 

10,792,952 

3,018,376 

680,141 




Laks Huron 


32 
28 
32 
29 
37 
2S 
31 


8 
6 
2 

4 
2 






St. Lawrencse and Ottawa 


NortliEni DiatricM 


1,849,868 


65,486,911 


35.4 


1,682,463 


49,848,101 













The acreage of oate has increased every year since 1882, but in no year has it 
made such advance as in 1888, when 167,405 acres were added to the area of the pre- 
vious year. The number of acres devoted to oats in 1888 was more than double that of 
either barley or fall wheat, and the increased area was pretty fairly divided between the 
various groups. The average yield of the province in 1888 was 35. i bushels, and 
though 6.1 bushels above the light yield of 1887 was slightly below that of the seven years 
period. The average for 1832-8 was exceeded by four groups, the remarkable yield of 
43.2 bushels per acre being averaged in the Lake Erie counties, Of the four groups 
failing to reach the average of the province the East Midland gave the least return, the 
average yield per acre being only 25.8 bushels. The total yield for 1888 was 15,618,810 
bushels more than in the previous year, and 9,469,486 more than the annual average 
yield for the seven years 1882-8. 



John BuokUnd, Gorfeld N., Essex ; 



lere is a ^eat yielH uf nut!, and tbe quality in good, although 
«ome pieces nave ruat. ne are jiiai in tna midat of Uin harveat with plenty of rain. 

B. "B. Tole, Harwich, Kant : Oftti are a good eroii both in yield and quality. The straw is alight 
rusted, but the karnel ia good. I threahed two loads, and they yielded 50 bnshela to the load. We ha' 
diHWa eleven luada off eight aorea, and there are four loads yet in the field. 

Samuel Maceoll, Dunwioh, Elgin : Oata ripened very unevenly, but the yield will be the beat (or son 
yetre. I*te oata are slightly ruatsd and lodged with the heavy rain and wind storm of the 3rd ins 
Cntting began on the 7th of Augnat. 

W. W. Welle, Woodhouae, Norfolk : This seems to be a year set apart by nature to ahow what it oi 
do. The crop ia a magnificent one, and there haa bean no injury by rast or insects. 

F. A. Nelles, Seneca, Haldimand : There is n Urge yield, and it ia generally of good quality, 
woe no injury of any account except a "light cuat in aome placea. We are buny cutting ' ' 



«h 1 




W. T. Houu, Betds, Wellsnd : The yield in large 
m soma localitiee, bat it nu not injured the yield ox qus 

Jm. OBbDme, Plymptoti, Lsmbton : The yield is ve 
irill be by "lodging —from exoensive growth. 

John Scott, Howiok, Huron : Oats wiU yield wbU ' 



ind the quality \a Bxoellent. The straw is rusted 

lity of the grain. 

■y large and the quality ia good. The only injury 



the quantity of straw— about 35 bushels to the 
better crop on Inw land or land inclined to be 

'he straw ia generally 
carried in loose, aa the 



. npene 

i .A 



ju^ty will be eieeUent. I hai 

wet, but on high and dry land the drouth affected tbi 

W. G. Ritchie, Greenock, Bruce : Oata may b 
ihort, bat the prain is good. There was some rust, 
straw was so short that the binders conld not tie it. 

A. Gifford, St. Vincent. Grey : Oata 
no injury froin mst or any other cause < 
brnds. 

John Lennox, Innisfil, Simcoe : Oata are short in the straw, bnt the quality ia p;ood. The timely raia 
we had two weeks ago has caved the crop, keeping it back Bod Gllingitwdl. The quality is plump and 
good. 

James A. Glen, Westminster, Middlesex : Oats are a splendid crop, but there is some rust. The 
black varieties seem to have suffered most. There is also considerable smut, but after all it is a splendid 

Martin Emigh, Norwich N., Oxford : The yie-ld will be large, and the quality of early sown good. 
Late Bown will be slightly rusted. 

ThoB. A, Good, Brantford, Brant : Oats promise exceedingly well. They will be heavy and of good 
quality. The straw is bright and dean. 

Geor^ Lerersage, Fullarton. Perth ; Oata are a very heavy crop. There is considerable smut, hut I 
do nob think it will seriously injure the crop. 

C. Nicklin, Pilhington, Wellington : The straw is on the short side, but the grain will be good. I 
hear little about rust, hut a great deal about smut, especially in the Black Tartar, whicli has not been so 
bad for yeara. 

A. Kaufman, Wilmot, Waterloo : Oata generally will bo a large yield, but the orop will be damaged 

George Bailey, Melanothon, pufferin : Oats look well, only short in straw. 

Itaac A. Merritt, Grimsbj S., Lincoln : Oats may be coosidered a very fi 
good yield of oats of good quality. There has been a little rust. 

Wm. A. McCartney, Trafalgar, Haltnn : Oats will be better than last yi 
quality. The crop will yield from 35 to 60 bushela per acre, and ^ere bos been n 

F. J. Sleightholnk Toronto Gore, Peel : Oats are a 

bushela to the acre. The quality is very good, although in 

■nd rust. On some farms the standing grain is literally olive 
although no injury is perceptible. 

A. Forater, Markham, York : The yield will be fully up to the average and the quality ia good, 
partinularly in the ease of the early snwn varieties. Some has been injured by rust in lowlyiuif ground. 

Robt. Hodge, Clarke. Durham : Oats have mended well from the recent showers and will be a good 
■ample— short m straw but of good quality. There has b<'en no damage unless a little by the resent 
thunder storm in lying down. 

W. G. Bundle, Darlington, Durham : Oats are inoeneial very short in straw, but the heads appear to 
be well filled and will yield almost an average crop. The dry weather of June and July injured the crop 
somewhat. 

John Williams, Hamilton, Northumberland. The lata rains have materially improved the oat crop, 
■o that the yield ia likely to be a fair average. Early sown was injured somewhat by the drouth. 

Samnel N. Smith, Sophiasburg, Prince Edward ; The crop is poor, although what is sown has stood 
the drouth better than wheat or barley. It will he about half a crop. No mat la reported. 

Leonard Wager, Sheftield, Lennox and Addington : The oat crop is very short, both in quantity and 
quality. It has been injured by the severe drouth. 

ThonuM Tapping, Barrie, Frontenac : I think this crop may be called a good average, oertajnly 
better than last year. There lias been no injury from rust or from anything else but the lock of rain.| 

George Sanderson, Oxford, Leeds and Grenville : On moist, rich Boil that is well tilled oats are a good 
crop both aa to yield and qimiity, but on light land they are very poor. The tielda have been injured by 
grasshoppers. 

Jaroes Collison, Matilda, Dundas ; The yield a.nd nuality of oats will be very good. There is no mat, 
but in some localities the grasshopper has done a good deal of harm. A good many farmers have cut the- 

'. McDermid, Cornwall, Stonnont : Oata have been injured by drouth. The straw is short, as it 



with a species 



crop. There will be ft 
■ in both quantity and 



mall, pale greeo louse. 



10 fas 



rry : The yield w 



I be fail 



Joseph Kyle, Hiwliesbury E., Preaoott : The continued dry weather all through the month of Jnlj 
bas had the effect of shortening the >tmw of the early sown obIb. Ths late sown (with favorable weather 
for filling), may ba above the average. There ia no rust yet. 

Eobt. MuLaren, Horton, Renfrew ; The yield will be light in bath qaantity and quality. The drouth 
prevented a healthy and vi^roui growth of vegetation, and when the waaturos got burned up gra^ahappera 
turned upon the grain aod injured aome fielda to ao great an extent chat the cattle were turned in to eal 
the balance. 

Peter D. Campbell, Drummand, Lanark : The oat crop, like that of other grains, ia very irragithw. J 
Some pieoea on damp land are very gond, but othera oD high ground are scarcely worth cutting. No ru4t ] 
nor any inaects except graoaliopjHini, which are very thick at preaent. 

John Qampbell, Maripana, Victoria : There ia a light yield of oatg. In seotioua favored by timelf 

showers the crop ia far. The (train ia good and plump. Th --' " — '' — -"-■ ' ' — 

drouth. 

John Moloney, Douro, Peterborough : Oats will not t 
will be light. There haa been no damage from mat, but o 
«ver produced in this neighborhood. 

Oharlea Anderson, Tyendinaga, Haatings : Oats are a ^ __ _ 
drouth, I notice more amut among the oata tliis year tbau uaual. 

J. Hollingnorth, Watt. Muakoka : Thereare some good fielda oi , . 

nr:t the rult. Late aown oata may now catch up, as we ar& haring a Itttls rt 



tobt. Montgomery, Enniskillen, Lambton : Uat« 
' ■ ' ' 'for many yaars. 
[. McDonalil. Wanonoah W.. Huron : Oata are a fair crop, although ahort 



in Craig, Amabel, Uruce ; Oata take a very wide range in yield. On rich, low landa they were sicel- 
'leonbigh, poor soils they were in some instances not worth cutting. 

n Booth, Normanby, Grey : Oats were very good, but the straw was short and there waa a good 
lecond growth caused by the late rains. 

ertaop, Nottawaaaga, Simcoe : Oats took a kind of second growth after the raina came ODi 
le green oatadid not ripen ao well. 
f, Malcolm, Blandford. Oxford ; Oats are a great crop and the quality ia excellent. In many 
'fl been threshed per acre. One end of thia townahip is poor land, and 



tiO to 80 buabeta 1 




. : Gate are large in bulk, but 

I splendid crop, and i 
I in quality, and the 
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horteat crop 


crop 


The 


crop 


has been hurt by the 
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ats, but they 


are 


thee 


ceptlonand 



quality, and there ia very 

i sample, 
eight Irom 36 to 38 pounds per 



splendid crop. The grain ia goi>d, and the 
and rather 



:o the mea 
Watprloo, Waterloo 
ere waa eQ™gh rain i 
,n Short, Luther E., Dufferin : 0«b 






« of 



Oata ai 



an excellent crop and of good quality. There was 
or grain generally, 
itra crop and of good quality Some late fields were 

'. VanDuier. Grimaby N., Lincoln : Oats are plentifol and heavy, weighing 40 pounds per 

eorge Hart, Saltfleet, Wentworth : Early sown oats are No. 1, bat late aown waa injured altghtly by 

^hn Marshall, Naaaagaweya, Halton : Oats are about averaga in quantity, and in quality inclined to 

1. H. Proctor, King, York : Oata are above the average. The white oata especially are heavy. 
1, Boatl, Whitby, Ontario : Oata are good, but the straw ia ahorL 

A. Peters, Hope, Durham ; Onts are very abort in atraw, but there ia aa mu:h grain aa usual. 
_ 1 Miller, Haldimaud. North umbarlaud : Oati are short in the straw, but well fiUe j, and the 

t. Welbanks, Anieliiaburg, PrincJ Edward; Oita are short in straw but well fiUed. 

I. Aylesworth, Camden E., Lanuoi and Adiiogton ; Oita are of good quality, but the yield is a 

Dnadai : Oats are gonii, where not destroyed by graashoppers and crickets. Ib 
>t worth cuttiuj, aa nothing wai tjft but the naked stalk. 

— ssuBg^mmmmmK 



n Donlop, Head, Ksnfrf w : Oata are of good qiulity, but owing to the drouth there u a pHfr 
L yield. 

Wm. AimBtroDB', Otonabee, PeterbonniKli : Okta are a fair crop, and the gram is pump and beaVf, 
Stepbea Kettle, Glamorgan, Hatiburton: Data are very irregular. Some are very (&ir, while othen an 
' Tary poor id quality and quantity, which mabea the ave^'aga yield amall. 

F. Brontan, Thurlow, Haatingft : Some oats are very good on low lands, but the crop is poor ou upland). 
A. H. Smith, Miinok, Muskoka : OaW range from bad to Ifood. The straw ii from six luches to tour 
' "n height, aad the yield runs from 12 to 40 bushels per acre. It was badly tiuiaa in places. 

Wm. Jsnkin, Perry, Parry Sound : On moist land a ... 
I ItuiiMd by the drouth. Whea we got soma rain they iitarted a 
[■ maturity the frost caught them, leaving little else but hi "~ 



It would seem from the remitrks of some correapondeuta, and the fact -hat tiie 
acreage of rye in the province had increased about 23 per cent, compared with the pi*- 
vioua year, that this crop is likely to regain favor to a certain degree. However, the 
area devoted to rye was only about one-tenth of that given to fall wheat or barley, and 
it is at the best a rather ioaignificaQt crop. Much of its value comes from the fact Chat 
it is used for green feed in the spring and fall, and it is often plowed under for manure, 
but where allowed to come to a head this year it gave nearly an average crop, while the 
sample was much above the ordinary in quality. The straw of this crop was loag, i 
of much better quality comparatively than that of the other grains. The following tablfr 
ftfTords a comparison of the crop for the years 1S87 and 1888 by county groaps : 



Districts. 


1B88. 


1887. 


Acre.. 


Bush. 


Bush, 
per 


Acres. 


Buah. 


Bosh. 

per. 
aore. 




13,094 
1,008 
2,S2G 

5,m 

18.P86 

12,697 

899 


241,768 
20.470 
47,851 
107,691 
412,476 
270,337 
180,630 
14,179 


17.7 
20.3 
16.9 
19.2 
14.5 
14.2 
14.2 
U.8 


10,676 
fll9 
1,889 
4,300 

22,020 


133,503 
10.315 
31,li70 
59 238 
266.1M 
327.114 


la.B 

16.3 

16.8 
13.8 
12.1 
14.2 

12.9 
16.8 






West Midland 


St. Lttwrenoa and Ottawa. . . . 




488 8,186 


TotalB 


84,087 


1,295,302 1 15.4 


68,302 B9*,887 


13.1 



The acreage of rye was 15,725 acres more than in the previous year, and ia the largest 
since 1884, although it ia 26,674 acres below the average of the seven years. The aver- 
age yield per acre was 2.3 bushels more than in 1887, but fell short of that of the seven 
years ia82-8by 1 huahel. 



' Robt. ' 



Itobt. Wation, Windham, Norfolk : Rye ib in excellent 
James Brodie, ArtamaBia. Grey : Very litcle rye is gm 

thin year, and wa« saved in prime condition. 

Wm. JamitHOD, Woatminster, Middleaei' Ryo is very little si 

early fall, it nrill cut in May, when the winter feed is generaUy about iiaed up. 

eieen feed can be made into bay, aud the ground may be p''*"'^ ^'"^ sovn to 



n gnad onisr, 

ia was a goud crop 



thers was very little Kiam Id the heads 


^T 




grain was a half crop. It was BBCured m 


spl 



Isaiah Wright, Augusta, Leeds and Greuville : Rye was harrested in good condition, and waB well 
B very light id straw, but the grain is plump and well 



Lewis Morton, Goulboum, Carleto: 
filled, and aeuured in good condition. 

Robt, McLean, Hortoo, Renfrew : Bein^ an early crop, rye did not suffer from the drouth to the same 



The yield n 

Alex. Brown, Burleigh, Peterborough : Rye if 
much rye sown for two year past, 

W. H. Chapman, Huntiueaon, Hastings : Rye 
is not much grown in Ihia locality. 



B secured in j(ood condition, 
b good crop, and well secured. There has not been 

pas a fair crop, and was secured in good condition. It. 



John Mobarg, Houghton, Norfolk : Rye is the best we have had for some years. 
Christian T. Groh, Waterloo, Waterloo ; Rye is of very good quality, and there was more gron 
n former years. It is coming into favor little by little. 

P. W. Miller, Kaladar, Lennoi and Addiogton ; Rye was thin on the ground, and was not we 

T. M. Robertson. Nepoan, Carleton : Rye is a good crop, and the grain is of oicellent quality. 
F. Birdsall, Asphodel, Peterborough : Rye is a fair crop, but the grain is rather email. 
Lewis Marsh, Hundingdon, Hastings ; Rye is good, but not up to the average Drop. 



PEASE. 

Pease, of all the crops that come into general cultivation in Ontario, seems to have 
endured the adversities of the season best. Wherever it was aowa in reaaonsble time 
this crop, from its leafy nature, quickly shaded the ground, and the eflects of the drouth 
was not so severe aa upon the outstanding crops. This is espeoially the case in good soils 
and in naturally moiat situations. The effects of the drouth were more noticeable in the 
eastern than in the western portion of the province, and consequently the yield was much 
lighter in the East Midland group and in tlie river counties than in the western groups. 
Mention was made of the bug in several counties, more particularly in those comprising the 
Lake Erie and West Midland groups, but happily this pest did but little damage compared 
with past years, although its presence was more apparent this year than in 1887. While 
a decrease of 30,103 acres is noted in the area compared with that of the previous 
year, there is an increase in the total yield of 2,096,531 bushels, owing to the average 
yield per acre being 20.5 bushels in 1888 against 16.8 bushels the year before. Thi* 



yield, however, faJU .2 buahel below thai of the BBven years 1882-8. la the following 
table the acreage and yield is given by county groups for the years 1887 and 1888 : 



Districts. 

i 


1888. 


1887. 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
acre. 


Acres. 


BusheLi. 


Bush, 
per , 




70.492 
87.997 
83,191 
152,082 
164,308 
80,945 
48.909 
8,729 
698,653 


1,631,1149 
1.961,331 
1,430.886 
3.818,156 
3.279,080 
1,299,102 
eOO.731 
198,928 


23.9 
22.3 
17.2 
25.1 
SO.O 
16.0 
12.3 
22.6 


79,461 
89,254 
78,364 
149,023 
176,734 
90.324 
65,082 
7,924 


069,539 
1,858,891 
1,509,630 
2,784,218 
2,580,318 
1,481,619 
782,732 
206.485 
12,173,332 


12.2 
20.8 

19.3 : 
18.7 
14,6 

10.4 1 
14.1 

_26£ 




Georgian Bay 


Lake Ontftrio 

St. Lawrence and Ottawa 

East Midland 




14,269,963 


20.5 


726,750 







The beat average yield per acre was reported in the West Midland group, being 25.1 
buahela, the Lake Erie counties followed with 23.9 bushels, the Northern Districts came next 
with 22.8 bushels, and the Lake Huron group was fourth with 22.3 bushels. In the 
Siist Midland group only 12.3 bushels were realised, and the yield was also unusually 
light in the St. Lawrence and Ottawa and Georgian Bay counties. Notwithstanding the 
decrease in the acreage of the province generally, there was an increase in the Georgian 
Bay and West Midland groups, and in the Northern Districts. 



ia gnod, although t! 



A. Pai-ineaii, Rooheater, Esaex : 1 
twenty years. They will have to be fi 
the yield is good. 

E. B. Tole, Harwicli, Kent : The 
have threshed, and say the yield i. fro 

J. McLean, Woodhouae, Norfolk : Pease are an excellent 
bnga or the drouth; but, like other crops, they have not ripei 
the tatter part of July, but very little has been harieated jet. 

F. A. Kellea. Seneca, Haldimand; Pease are an extra gt 
-was no bug, and the weather was favorable. 



;. Oohoe. Wai 



gcea,t amount of vine, and there will be a I 

J. Dallas, Bosanquet, Lambton ; Peat 
cause whatever. The bug has emigrated 1 

W. J. Martin, Wawanrish E., Huron ; 
-the biifr. Thedrauth h an caused the stra 
The worms are very bad in them. 

John Duiielas, Arran, Brace : The on 
by the bug. The drouth has forced them 

A. Gifford, St. Vincent, Grey : Pease ars rathi 
liut drouth has made the pods short, and the yield 

James Ra«. Oro, Simcoe : The pease harvest is just 
Ibut no complaint of bugs. 

Malcobn Camsron, Ekfrid. Middlesex : Pease are a i 
anildew U observed on low ground. 

ThoE, Baird, Blandford, Oxford : Pease are a first-cla^ 
■hurt them. 



are some b^s. Several of the neighbors • 

p here. They have not bean injured by 
evenly this year. I saw ooe field out in 

se are an extra good crop— the best I have ever seen. There 

Pease are mora exlennively aowa than for years. There is a 

iavy crop, 

I are a, very good crop, as there hai been no damage from any 



lU qui-ckly. and thay ai 



n. There is a light croi. 
ry heavy crop. There ai 
crop in every respect. 



o damage 
Lo damage from bug*, 
>n aeoount of drouth, 
no bugs, but a littla 



j 



orge Leverrage, Fullnrton, PsFtb : Pease are unuBuallf heavy. I never knew the orop 
'■ """"a bugs or any othar drawbacks. 

je GusbiEg, Artbur, Wellington : Pease look the beat of any crop. 1 1 
n the bug. Fenee have Buffered moat from tha drontb on bigh lands, bu 



ire smaUer, Tbt 




Husband, Trafalgar, UaHon : Tboie has been no bugs, and the crop is eicellent. 
in. Kersey, Toronto Gore, Peel ; Peas are an abundant crop and will yield well. 



itbat 

If the weather contiiiu 
_ m, Allen, Reach, Ontario 
n for seedsmen. The late vi 






it you would call 

: Pease are good ; in fact I nevec uaw them better podded than they ars 
a fine the straw will be in firat-claas condition. 
The dry weather reduced the yield of early varieties, such as thoso 

mewhat short, but the 
!o of the bug: 
1 J. Honey, Percy, Northumberland : Pease have been injured very nraob by the drouth, and soma 
fields have beeu totally destroyed by a small greenish worm about an inch and a quarter long eating the 
tops off tlie vines about the latter part ii! June. Some Gelds were plowed up in the adjoining townships. 
Ano ther batch of worms have just appeared and are eating the leaves and taking the juice out of the pods. 
!R«bt. Davison, Marysburg N., Prince Edward : Pease are a total failure in some places. Many 
2 Jwmera will never get their seed as it was bo but and dry in the blossoming reason. There was no damage 
'Kbnga. All the early varieties are harvested and arc a failure, but some of the common late varieties ore 

1. J. Hinchey, Sheffield, T,ennoi and Addington ; Early sown pease are hardly worth harvesting, 

Lite sorts ore fair. There are no bugs now in this section, although they were very plenty some 

[0. The crop generally hassnffered from want of rain. 

J. Dunlop, Pittsburg, Fruntenac : Pesse will be a light crop generally. It was damaged while in 

~ by the continued drouth. 

n C. Stafford, Lanadowne, Leeds and Grenville : Pease are in excellent condition. There was no 
by bugs or druuth, as thoy stand drouth better than any other grain crop. 

B. MoMiilan, Lochiel, Glengarry : Pease seem to be in good condition and will be a fair crogi. 

N. Cadieux, Alfred, Prescott ; Pease looked well until lately, but they have been injured by mildew 

Wm. Doyle, Oiigoode, Carleton ; Pease are not very heavy, owing to the drouth. They are mostly all 



., _I, Darling, Ramsay, Lanark ; Pease have been hurt considerably by the drouth, and the crop is 
jquenUy bgbt. The grain is small but welt ripened, and is being harvested in good shape. 
J, M. Drummond, Otonabee, Peterborough : Fields that got a shower are middling fair. I hear of 

me of early sown that would not be a hat-full to the acre and was cut for fodder. There was no bug, 

but the drouth hoe injured them a great deal, especially on dry soil. The straw is not mure than a font in 
lenxtb, and the few pods are very snort with two or three pease to the pod. On damp soil they are medium, 
ancflate sown are the best. 

-ton : Peass are good ; they always are in this district- They have 
is all. The crop will be a little below an average, 
Char)es Anderson, Tyendinaga, Hastings : The straw is short and thin on the ground ; the pods are 
numerous and small, but the grain is good. It was damaged by drouth, but there were no bugs. 

Joseph Alton, Strong, Fairy Sound : In some places pease have been almost burnt up with the long 
drouth ; but id places where they are on damp land they look very well. On the whole they will be far 
* (tliart of hut year. 



E. B. Tole, Harwich, Kent : Pease are a good, fair 
la many hues as were hare a few years ago. 

John Meharg, Houghton, Norfolk ; Early pease a 



owth both of straw and gnun, and there were not 
very good, but the same cannot be said of late 



John Bradford, Dunn, Haldimand : Pease are excellent, both as regards quality and yield. 

Calvin Boyd, Enniskillen, Lambtoa : Peaae are a fair average both in yield and quality, though 



dKnaged by the pea w 
John Hincbley, H 
tha time of filling. 
John Craig, Amabel, Bruc« : Pease ore a light crop, but the 
John Booth, Normanby, Grey : Pease are good, but small 
3 (B.I.) 



short, caused by dry weaUiec 





iiB Miuod but nther bihkI]. 

: Peaae are a, g:aod arop, I baud of k fsw bogs being fciOnd, hit 



Martin Emigli, Norwich N., Oiford ; Peaae were a 

Thare were i few bags amonKBt early sown. 

[. Chisholm, BrAntford. BronC : Peise have d 

... „ht they would be a, failure, owi 

least they disappeared immediately 

John Campbell, Blanabard, Perth : Peaae are i 

. Duncan Maefarlane, Pualinch, Wellington : Pe 

John Mftrsball, Nasaagaweya. Halton : Pea: 

quality U good and the itraw ia good also. 

John SinoUir, Chingnaoousy. Peel : Peaae are i 
Wm. H. Proctor. King, York : Peaae are verj 
J. W. Caldwell, Hope, Durham : Peaee are a t 
John William*, Hamilton, Northumberland 

wholly daatroyed. by a, aort of caterpiliar. 

K. liowey, Athot, Prince Edward : Pease 



fair averaga crop, and there is no bug. 
^e are a fine crop, and are of good qailitT- 
e are a good crop all around. The yield t 



fair, tbt 



heai 



iple, but are not yielding vary welL 

straw, and appear to yield welL 

■y light crop, and were very much injured by drouth. 

Pease wero badly injured, and in aome inatancH 



liiftlity, but the yield was small I 
ow KTOond, but 






._ _, , ... _ . _ . .. _ . e generally good 

Aooonnb of drouth. 

F. W. Miller, Kaladar, Lennox and Addington : Feue 

jsatcing on high land- 
It, J. Dunlop, Pittsburg, Frontenac : Pease will be a small crop generally, but the sample is good- 
John Cattanach, Lancaster, Glengarry : Pease are short and thin, but the grun is good- The rctnn 

ii small, owing to the dry summer- 
Harrison Cross, Hawkeebary W., Prescott : Pnase are not an average crop. On account of tha "rt 

cold spring they were hilled out to some extent, and then suffered from drouth in midsiunmer. 
Lewis Morton, Goulboom, Carleton : Pease are small but eound- 
Wm. Pateraon, Ramsay, Lanark : Pease are a poor crop owing to drouth. 
F. Whiteside, Mariposa, Victoria : Pease are well filled, and are better than last year. 
Wm. Amutrong, Otonabce, Peterborough : Pease are a poor crop, and badly affected by the droulL 
D. Galloway. Lutterworth, Haliburton : Feaae were injured on light land by w&nt of run e&rly Id Ihg 



Anson Latta, Thorlow, Hastings : Pease are rather a short orop but are of good quality. 



ohogn 



A. H. Smith, Monck, Muekoka : Pease were badly frozen, and the yield is from to SO bushels, TliE 
■ample is good. A gresit quantity of pease and oat9 mixed were sown so as to cut with the reaper, and thi 
quality and yield were good, 

Hugh Jackson, Homphrey, Parry Sound : Pease are light in Che straw, but I think will thresh Hdll. 



INDIAN CORN. 



In the Lake Erie gronp, where about half of the com of the proTinee is raised, the 
reports were very favorable, many correspondents employing such terms as " excellent.'" 
"splendid," "magnificent," to describe the crop. A number of remarkable yields were 
reported from these counties, some of which are quoted helow. The greater part of th* 
crop in that section was gathered in good conditioH, although a few late fields were touched 
by frost. In the West Midland and Lake Ontario groups corn was also a good crop, bnt 
in the more eastern portion of the province drouth early in the season and frost toward 
the close rendered the yield rather unsatisfactory. The crop was not altogether free 
from pests, ihe white grub and cut-worm doing considerable damage in acpei-al counties 
between I^mhton and the St. Lawrence. However, it may be ranked as the best of the 
year, aa the average yield per acre was 78.2 bushels, being an increase of 26.9 bushels over 
that of the previous year, and 10.7 bushels more than that of the six years period 1882-8. 
The area was increased by 69,078 acres, or over one-third more than that of the previous 
year ; and this increased acreage, coupled with the improved average yield, gives a total 
yield of corn in the ear more than double that of the year 1887. But "some deduc- 
tion must be made from this apparent total yield, as it is reasonable to suppose thats 
good share of the increased acreage of sorn resulted not from a desire to grow more ears 
for husking, but from the necessity, of getting fodder to supplement the poor pastures and 




the greatly reduced hay crops of the past two years, and consequeatlj much of 1 
inoreasod acreage was cut for feed before the eare were developed. 



t 



DiatrietB. 


18S8. 


1887. 


^.. 


BusbeU. 


BuBh. 

per 


^. 


Bu«hBl. 
(in ear). 


Buah. 
per 
acM. 




108,279 
11,976 
1,913 
33,684 
35,297 
22,948 
8,480 
395 


9,404,099 

949,269 

119,326 

2,686,309 

2,529,682 

1,337,332 

497,165 

14,649 




87,136 
7,548 
1,193 
22,788 
25,001 

5.341 
238 


4,660,5^9 
4Ce,309 
37,627 
1,128,901 
1,152,573 
845,261 
262,216 
13,306 


62.3 

63.7 
31. B 
49. B 
46.9 
58.1 
49.1 
51.6 




79 

76 
71 
58 

37 


3 
4 
8 
7 
3 

1 






St. Lawrence and Ottawa 

East Midland 




222,971 


17,43fi,780 






163,893 


8,404,752 


61.3 









It will be seen tbat nearly half the acreage of c< 
in the Lake Erie counties, while the average yield pc 
more than the average for the rest of the province. 



I grown in Ontario is to be found 
icre in this group was 16.9 bushels 



Jwper Golden, Goafield 3., Eieex ; Com never was in batter condition ; in fact, it could not be. It !■ 
" ' I a large stalt, it earing well, and promiaeB a bountiful harvest. 

, n Bishop, Orford, Kent : There ia the greatest growth of stalk I ever saw. The ears are well Bet, 

ii nothing unusual occurs we shall have a very heavy Crdp. 
K^ei. Young, Harwich, Kent ; Early in the eeaBonoomsufFeced fvom cold, the grub and the wirB-worm, 
f loijced very poor. Now it haa the promise of being the bast crop grown for year". 

.8, Malahide, Elgin : Cam is looking splendid, and bids fair for a big crop. Some Eelda 
be, but tu no gceat extent. 
f, McLean, Woodhonaa, Norfolk : Corn promises to be an abundant erop. We have had plenty of rain 
" im is consequently large. Recent heavy raina have caused it to fall down, but it will recover itself, 
ihn £. Cohoe, Wainfleet, Welland : Corn promises to be a good crop. A good deal that was planted 
' fas destroyed by grubs, but on loose soil the corn was not affected by them, and ia a [iiomifeingcrop. 

le Neff, Jr., Warwick, Lambtou : Com is at present thriving beyond all expectations. Although 

frinlured by the ordinary yellow worm and cut worm, it is bidding fair to yield a good crop. 

3 A- Glen, Weatminster, Middlesex : Corn is a good crop and all that could be desired. The 
rback ta from the white grub and cut worm on fields plowed from old pastures. Fields that are 
idy tilled are free from tbene pesta. 
I. McFarlane, Norwich S., Oxford : This crop could not be better from present appearances. The 
1 very rank, and the ears are found in abundance. The com has not been affected by drouth, 
lome show of smut. 

tian T. Groh, Waterloo, Waterloo : Thia ia not a great com district, but considerably more is 
' ' com is aown for fodder. There are good proapecta for the crop as 



DQth has 






L Spears, Caistor, Lincoln : Com pro 



o be a fine crop. It was not affected by drouth or other 



E. D. Smith, Saltfleet, Wentworth ; Com ia in excellent condition. It came up rather thin owing to 
and some lields were destroyed by bugs, but these were generally replanted. Yet in Epite of 
it will be an average crop at least. 
J. C. Dunn, Brighton, Northumberland : The present condition of the com crop is good. I do not 
t it haa been affected by drouth. The grub had the effect of thinning the crop very mnoh, and some 
re planted the third time. Still the crop will be good. 
Fflsmnel N. Smith, Snphiasburg, Prince Edward: A large number are aowing sweet com for the canning 
and it looka very good so far. Field com baa been aown quite extensively for fodder. What 
; earn waa planted came up VKry unevenly, and will be only a half crop. Early planted has done best, 
Although the grube destroyed many hills. 

R. J . Dutilop, Fittabarg, Frontenac : A good deal missed coming up after phtnting, aa the ground waa 
•• dry. it i« now jrowiag wall on suitable soil. 




' Ambrose Derby a 



■. Bastard 






■erbyBbire. Ha 
ruble weather, 
hat. The |ireseat uutluuk ii 
A. HarkuHBR, MatiJda, Bundas 
two or tfaiM timee, while othere plo 
bably be below the average. 

Charles Anderson, Tyendina^ Hastings : At 
It bag been injured by dronth, but recent raini wi 
one of the most profitable cropa «B nJse here. 



Leeda aad Granville ; The condition of com is good >t preeont. i 
' the cold weather in the early part of the seasoa ttSeoted it sc 
will be an average crop. 

njured by a grub in the spring, and some farmeFS leplaotcd 
le season otherwise was favorable, but the crop will pw- 



I 



John Warnock, Tilbory W., Bssei : Corn is the best crop I remember sesing in this section of tha 
country. One man told me that he got IGT busheli per acre of good corn (in ear) from nine acrea. 

ThoB. F. Koutledge, Orford, Kent : Com ia a good crop— the boat we have had for yean. 

Samuel Maccoll, Dunwicb, Elgin : The condition of the com crop is excellent. There was no dnv- 
bacli to it from planting to harvesting, and the season was most favorablti. The crop was never equalled 
before in the hiitory of this township. 

James Alnrrition, WalaiDeham, Norfolk : Com is an excellent crop, and turns out welL 

L. BucktoD, Crawlutid, Welland ; There is a heavy yield o( stalks and a fair yield of grain on heavy 
planting, 

John Morrison, Fly inpton, LambtoD : The com crop ii lirat quality, and wan cut and caved in ia» 

Adam H. Secord, Dorchester N., Middlesex : This has been a good year for corn. Soma late-planted 
and bodt; tilled pieces got bitten with frost before being fully ripe. 

Martin Emigh, Norwich N., Oxford : Com, where not hurt by the cut worm, ii an exoellaat crop— tb* 
best for many years. 

Thos. A. Good, Brantford, Brant ; Corn is in very good oondition, and yields 100 bluheU per aat, 
hard and ripe. 

W. H. VanDuzer, Grimsby N., Lincoln : Com ia a fair crop. It would have been very good, I think, if 
it had a few more showers while filhng. Some woa damaged a little by frost. 

Erland Lee, SaltSeet, Wentworth : Com was seldom better than it was this year, although where sows 
on Bod it was badly eaten by grubs. It ripened well, but there was bad weather for hnsking. 

W. R. Leavone, Hatlowell, Prince Edward : Tcdinn com or maize is an excellent crop, but sweet con, 

which is entensively grown, was injured by frost. 

John Rabb, Elmaley S., Leeds and Grenville : Some complain of injury by froat, yet others have veiT 
good samples. 

John Taylor, Osnabruck, Stormont : The dry weather kept com back, and when the rain came it 
atarted and was green at the time the frost put in an appearauco in September. Tlio frost injured it to 
such an extent that it was not over half a crop. 

Harrison Cross, Hawkesbury W., Prescott ; Com was very much Injured by drouth and cold nigbts, 
which retarded its growth. Then we bad a wet, cold fall, with frost at night, which injured a great muy 



fields. 



n the fields in many oases, s 



SORGHUM. 

The growing of aorghum is confined almost entirely to the Lake Erie oountiea, and 
even there it is raised to a very limited extent. Late sown waa caught by the ffoat, but 
that pat in early was in good condition for cutting, and a yield of 150 to 160 gallons 
of syrup per acre is reported. It would aeem that thia crop, never popular, is steadily 
declining in favor. 



Arthur J. Amer, Gosfield, Essex : Sorghum is grown to only a small extent. It was in fine condi- 
tion where cut before the froat. 

John Mehar^, Houghton, Norfolk ; Sorghum ia gond, and the syrup is of excellent qaoHty. 
Robt. Koe, Bosanquet, Latnbton '■ Sorghum is not an extra crop. The season was too cold. 
W. II. VanDuzer, Grimsby N., Lincoln ; Sorghum was a fair crop, yielding about 150 or leOgaJIoni 




BUCKWHEAT. 

Kever a popular crop, buckwheat appears to be further declining io favor. The 
yield promised uniiaually well in the west early in the season, but several oorrcapondentB 
report a loss of about a third by frost. In the St. Lawrence counties, where buckwheat 
is most largely grown, the drouth injured the fields, and wet weather about harvest 
time delayed cutting, and left the crop in a tender condition when the early frosts came. 
More thau in any other year for a long period, buckwheat proved the friend of the 
apiary. It will be seen liy referring to the remarks on honey, that the beps gathered 
nearly all their stores and surplm from buckwheat. The fuUowing table gives tne aera- 
te and yield by county groups for 1687 and 1S8S : 



Districts. 


1888. 


1887. 


Aores. 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
pec 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush. 

per 
acre. 




0,343 
739 
487 

1,769 

i8,aw 

22,471 
4,440 


190,411 
11,107 

33,398 

446,848 

434,452 

93,595 

5,992 




10,072 
1,023 
S36 
2.649 
17,032 
26,361 
5,787 
384 


156,823 

11.174 
31,998 
315,619 
384,93S 
87,672 
11,790 


15-6 
24.B 
13.4 
12.1 
18.6 
14.6 
15.1 
30,7 




15 
16 
19 
24 
19 
21 
17 



8 








St. Lawrence and Ottawa.... 

East Midland 

Northern DiatrictB . . . 

Tntala 


67,528 


1,323,383 


31 




64,143 


1,025,353 


16.0 



\ 



There were 6,649 acres leas in buckwheat in 1687 than in 1886, and in 1888 the 
area was further reduced by 6,615 acres. The average yield per acre was nearly one- 
third more than that of the poor yield of the previous year, hut was one bushel less than 
the annual average. Nearly 60 per cent, of this crop is grown in the seven counties — ■ 
Korfolk, Iforthumberland, Prince Edward, Leeds and CJrenviUe, Oarleton, Lanark and 
Saa tings. 

I ~ 

^^^7ohD A. Law, Stamford, Wellnnd : Buckwheat 
^^^^ John V. Battram, Moore, Lambton : There is n 
' got about 86 bushels oE good grain. 

John DaugloB, Arran, Bruce : There ia n very small 
towed an acre ot it for my bees, and it turned oat very we 
S. P. ZavitE, Lobo, Middlesex : But little buokwh. 
early frost. 

Henry Key, Oakland, Brant : Buckwiieat was injured by the early frost, and while 
well, the total will be below the average per acre. 

George Hart. Saltfleet, Wentmirth : Buckwheat is about two-thirds of a crop. It was blighted by 
hot, dry weather, and also injured by early frost. 

E. Lunan, M&rkbam, York : Buckwheat is very !tltle grown in this township, bnt what there is looks 

Qeorge Kvnnedy, sr., Haldimand, Northumberland : Buckwheat ia a ifood crap, but hard to gat dried 
' ' le late fields were nipped with early frost. 



A. Papine.iu, Rocheatar, Essex ; Buckwheat ts a fair crop, but it is not much grown in this townabip. 
Thos. F. Routledge. Orford, Kent : The early frost spoiled the crop of buckwheat. 

B. Killniaster, Walsingbam, Norfolk : Buckwheat was hurt by the frost, and will be about a two-thirds 



t ot buckwheat sown in this county, I 
1 sown, and that was half destroyed by 
i Galda yield 



with so Qiuch ri 



W. K. Leavana, Hil 
years. Ttie grain is of si 

Wm. J. Hinehey, ShaffieTd Lanno 
on ucaniit of the drouth, and tlia frost 

Thoa. LeoDoril, Portlnnd, FroDtans 



and Addinfctoii : BuckwhenC did not come ap fcood when s 

nght miMt of it before it wae fuUy ripe. 

; Bnckwheut promiaed well, bat the early froBl hurt it. 



Wm. Dayle, Oasoode, Carleton : Buckwheat ia a liffht cr 
part of the year, and also by »a early froat at the ripeniug peril 

A. F. Stnwart, Beckwith, Lanark : Buckwheat was damaged about c 

Thoa. H. Btaochard, Sidney, Haatinga : Buckwheat has been the mo 

of it via sown after the rains in the latter part of the summer, and the di 



It was injured by drouth in llie early 



BEANS. 



The bean 
the best. Ke 
22,700 



inS^n 



last year was classed among the poorest, but this year it ranks 
■nt is the great l>eaii -growing county of the province, 13,267 out of the 
given to beans being found in that county. In that Bection favorabls 
weather brought the crop to perfection. One correspondent reported a number of fields 
as yielding iO bushels to the acre, and although along the St. Lawrence the drouth and 
early frost aflected the crop, the yield per acre for the province is much above the 
average. The bulk of the crop matured well, however, and is of excellent quality. It 
will be seen from the following table that there baa been an increase in the acreage as 
well as in the yield, compared with the previous year : 



Diatricta. 


1886. 


1887. 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Buah. 
per 


Acres, 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
per 
acre. 




16,600 

478 

330 

6S2 

1,883 

3,129 

B80 

109 

33,700 


376,*17 

13,098 
3,436 
17,481 
43,576 
66.860 
11,862 
1.796 


24,1 

37.4 
14.9 
26.3 
23.2 

21.4 

16.6 


14,634 

S49 

166 

590 

1,446 

2,571 

393 

26 


178,182 
8,735 
3,369 
9,992 
33,047 
46,764 
6,475 
431 


12,3 
15.9 
20.3 
IB.O 
15.9 
18.3 
13.9 
U,fi 








LakeOntario 

St. Lawrense and Ottawa .... 
East Midland 




634,626 


33.6 


20,275 


275.976 


1S.8 





The average yield per acre wa« 23.3 bushels, as against 13.6 bushels in 1887 and 
I 30.9 bushels for the annual average for the period 1883-8, In the county of Kent the 
ire than doubled that of the previous year, and was 4.5 bushels pei acre above its 
muai average. 



_ Jaapec Golden, Goa&eld S., Esaex : Beana are (trowing nicely, and there haa been no injury to note. 
^is crop is more extenaively raised this year than heretofore. 

W. McKenzie Rosa, Chatham, Kent : Beans are splendid all over Kent. The oldest man in th* 
county never saw finer growing weather. 

Alex. Toui^, Harwich, Kent ; Beana give promise of a aplendid crop, and more than uaual are planted, 
J. E, Cohoe, Wainfleet, Welland : Beans were a little backward this season on account of the dront 
bnt they are making up now and will be a good crop. 




W. S. Howell, Sombra, LambtoD : Benns did not come up regularly, and tha cut-wOrm fairly aW 
thain in eome place*. Some ground was planted the aacond time. A few pieces were Bown to njillet. The 
crop Ib growing nicely, and premises well, 

John H. Lindebury, Olinton, Lincoln ; Beans will be a good crop. At present thsy are doing well, 
and pmroiaatu be a heavy crop. 

W. R, Dampsey, Ameliasburg, Prince Edward ; There are not many beana grown. The drouth 
-"----'"'--- '-so greatanexteotthatnoti ' .. . .^ - u .,<.„.j 



sell. 






e-half the seed came up, and they have not filled 



J. Edgar. Kitley. Leeds and Grenville : Beans are looking wall, and 
J. P. Fos, Winoheater, Dundaa : Beans ware injured iDy drouth, but ( 



J. K, Darling, Ramsay, Lanark: There will be littla ! 
gathered in wilt be good. 

Wm. H. Chapman. Rvintinedon. Haatinga ; There ia i 
Like all other cropa they have suffiered from droath, and b< 



promiae a good yield, 
leem tn be loading well. 
They were somewhat injured by 

e than a half arop, but I think that what i> 



John Biehop, Oiford, Kent : We never had better b«ans. Lots of fields ai 



Lg out 40buthel6 tc 



E. B. Tola, Harwich, Kent : Beana matured well. They are a good crop, and of eicellent quality. 

Sheldon Ward, Malahide, Elgin : There are very few baans grown in this section, but they ara of good 
quality this aeaaon. 

W. S. Howell, Sombra, Lambtou : Bsaus grew fairly and ripened well, bnt some were burst with 
rain. A few are badly injured, but the rent are prime. 

James A. Glen, Weatminster Middleaei: ; Beana are good, althongh the later ones got caught with 



the frost. 

John Marshall, Naaaagaweya, HalCon : Be 
is very white. 

D. B. Nighswander, Markham, York : Be 
J. 0. Dunn, Brighton, Northumberland : 

E. Lowey, Athol. Prince Edward ; Beans . _ . ^ 
drouth. There are not many raised in this district. 

Joseph Kyle, Hawkesbnry K, Prescott : Beans hava beau a pli 



very fine crop, having ripened evenly, and the color 

;ood, hut there are not so many sown aa formerly. 
) fairly good, although not largely sown, 
generally a good yield, but are small on account of tha 



deal of refuae 



wing to frost. 



tiful c 



5p. but there 



fiU he a 



HAY ABD CLOVER. 



It waa predicted early in the season that hay and clover would be a, very light 
crop. In moat localities the seed sown in 1887 was a failure on accoant of the i&oath, 
which did far more damage than winter or spring frosts. Much of tha clover spared by 
the drouth, however, was destroyed by late frosts heaving out the plants, especially 
OQ heavy and low-lying land, and many fields were plowed up, In the spring tho 
remaining crop was reported aa backward, owing to iJie lateness of the season. Old 
meadows were geaei-ally in better condition than those of the previous year's seeding. 
August reports showed tiiat while mixed grasses did fairly in most counties, clover waa- 
a poor crop, owing partly to the tryiig^effects of the steady drouth of the previous sum- 
mer and fall, and partly to " heaving " in winter, which killed out many plants. The 
drouth of spring and early summer completed the difficulties against which the crop- 
had to contend, and it is doubtful if so poor a cat has been the experience of the province 
for twenty years. The most favorable accountg of the yield of hay and clover and the 
prospects of clover seed came from Essex and Kent, while the most discouraging reports 
were received from those counties bordering on Lake Ontario. Correspondents, however, 
are almost unanimous in declaring that the crop was cut and placed in the mow in splen- 
did condition. Estimates of the yield per acre run all the way from a quarter of a ton to 
two tons, but the average tor the province is pluced at 0.88 ton. against 1.36 in the pre- 



a year, and 1.33 for the period 1882-8. The ftflloving table, which gives Uio aere- 
age and yield by county groops for 1837 and 1888, ehows that while there has beeo» 
small increase in the acreage the total yield for the province is barely two-thirds of tlie 
average annual product : 



Distrkts. 


1S88. 


1887. 


.™. 


Tona. 


per 


Acres. 


Ton.. 


Tons. 
per 

acre. 


Lake Erie 


270,972 
SM3,207 
203.618 
406,550 
387.871 
684.413 
152,869 
43,138 


263,322 
243,616 
172.659 
425,436 
264,906 
498.935 
98.468 
41.GTU 




97 
00 
85 
05 
68 
85 
64 
97 


270,779 
235,767 
102.180 
402,129 
408.662 
576,494 
154.10S 
41.639 


367.716 
363,478 
262,204 

57(1,109 
522.060 
778,743 
176,897 
56.405 


1.32 
1.64 
1.36 
1.13 
1.S8 
1.35 
1-15 
1.36 




West Midland 


8L Lswrenoo and Ottawa. . . . 






2,292.638 


2.009,017 


^ 


S" 


2.280. «43 


8.093,810 


1.36 











The West Midland diattict, where the largest yield for the 
" a ton to the acre ; in the Lake Huion group the average wM 
exactly a ton, while in every other district it was below that amount, .64 ton being reported 
for the East Midland group and .63 ton for the Lake Ontario i:ountiea. 



The failnre was general, 
year whb noted, barely e; 



Clover See d. — The experience of clover this year was almost identical with thit 
of 1887. The winter and spring were trying on holds already thinned by drouth, and the 
eeoond dry summer left the crop in a very unsatisfactory condition, so far as any pros- 
pect of seed was concerned. The fall rains helped the growth of leaf and stalk, but iha 
midge was almost everywhere, and while a few correspondents in the Lake Ontario coon- 
ties spoke of a fair quality of seed, the majority of returns described the crop aa a oom. 
plete failure. Where any seed was obtained it was generally where fields were pastured 
until the middle of June, and the second growth then given a good start. The fall was 
BO wet and cold that that the ripening and curing of ctorer was difficult While the 
drouth and the midge were injurious in nearly every section of the province, the former 
3t trying in the eastern and the latter in the western half. In some of the St 
jjawrence counties clover was not only a failure as a seed crop, but it would appear 
that it is steadily dying out in the pastures. 



John Hooker. Meraea, Kssei : Hay and clover waa a media! 
early drouth, but was saved in good condiciou. The second cro) 

James McFarlane, Dover, Kent; Hay and clever gave a ful 
ditioQ. I canoDt Bay yet what clover seed will be, but the sec 



ivaB secured in first rat 
a much better than fai 

Thefitst cutting is damaetd 



aamuel Williams, Sonthwold, Elgin : The hay crop ia below the avurage. Tl 
by rain, but the bulk of the crop was housed in gocxl condition. 

J. McLean, Woodhouse. Norfolk : Hay and clover were secured in escellent condition, but tht ..-r 
ivery liKht. The clover was mostly killed by the droutb last yearand the spring- frosts. The fawfieldi 
t remain are good owing to the profuse rains. 



'\S3.Z 



iuaveated it 

A. A. Meyera, Sooibra, Lftmbt 
o^Ddition. The proapHot ie very pt; 

John Wright, Goderioh, Huron : Hav and 
«™p. Cutting h^an the first week of July. 1 

Hugh Murray, Bruce, Bruce ; Hay and i 
excellent condition. Tbere ia nu grovrbu na yel 



abu! 



Dd conditinn, but it 
lel of clOTer seed nai 
; a heavy crop, but 



WHS harvested in good 
light 



JaiijBB Shearer, Egreint 



■was secured ia splendid condition, but 

a. poor prospect for clover seed. 

rere both short, but what there was was saved in 

rer for seed, but it may turn out goiid it showery 



James Robi 



Grey : Hay is of all degrees of quality, from good down to that tbab w 
taved in good condition. No clover seed will be saved here. 
Simcoe : Hay was saved in firat-class conditioD, but it is not mora than balf a cr 



It of drouth. 

R. Goad, Ekfrid, Middlesex; The condition of hay and clover was very varied— vary good in some 
ialda and pretty poor in others. Ours was very heavy. Nearly all the crop was saved in gjod cimditton. 
There are many fields prepared for seed. The flowers do not look good enough for me to truit the crop, so 
I am cutting for feed. 

Alex. McFarlane, Norwich S., Oiford : The hay and clover crop was light as a rule. The continued 
Jronthof 1837 seemed to have deadened a good many clover meadows, so that they gave a veiy small yield. 
The prospect for clover seed where the mnadow was not killed ia very fair, aa the recent rains are pushing 
the second orop very rapidly. I do not think there will be much seed for shipmant. 

Wm. Douglas, Onondaga, Brant : Hay and clover was the worst crop we have had. I hsve never 
known it to be so light, but it was all well saved. There ia no prospect at all for clover seed. The clover 
has been unhealthy nere for tour or five years, beoausa of some insect p«st. The chief cau-ie of failure in' 
the hay crop waa the drouth last fait. The new seeding was all pretty mu<^ killed before winter. 

John Campbell, Blaoshard, Perth ; Hay and clover was oo the whole a light crop, hut was saved in 
«xcellent condition. Clover fed o5 until about the middle of June promises to give a fair yield of seed. 

Duncan McFarlane, Pualineh, Wellington : Hay was saved in splendid condition. Itia of fineciuality, 
but is a light crop. There is not a good prospect for clover seed. 

Alex. Kennie, Wellealey, Waterloo : Hay was a lig^ht crop, but waa ^t in in good order, and is of fine 
<iuality. Clover is scarce, and 1 think there will be very little seed ci' "- — - 



Bobt. Dickso 

There is no clover 

A. H. Pettit, 



, Luther E., Dufferi 



: Hay ia 



orop, but it has been saved in j 
well secured, but there waa very little o 



od condition, 
it— scarcely a 



rimsby N., 
t m to the acre. The prospect for uiuver Pbn'i id uul ^ouu. 

Robt, Inksetter, Beverley, Weutwortb : Hay was a very poor crop. The drouth of last year killed the 
«lover plants and left only the natural graasea and weeds. There is no clover seed in theae parts. 

Colin Cameron, Naasagaweya, Halton ; The crop i-a very light, nut is well saved. There is scarcely 
*ny clover this year, owing to last year's drouth, ao the prospect [or clover seed around here ia very poor. 

Peter McLeod, Chingnacousy, Peel : Hay and clover waa well saved, but the crop ia a failure as to 
yield. Half a ton to the acre is too high an estimate. There ia no clover for seed here. 



A. Forster, Markham.iYork : The crop « 
.saved. There is very little prospect for clove 

Albert Orchard, Reach, Ontario : Hay su 
-an a the crop is very light. It will not run 



la abort and thin (particularly clover), but waa generally well 
aeed. Most of the Alsike waa plowed np in the spring, 
fered most of all crops from a cold apring and dry weather, 
t ton to the acre, but what there is was saved in aplendid 

Wm. Lucas, Cartwright, Durham : The hay and clover crop ia very tight— not more than half a crop . 
It was saved in prime coniition. There ia a very poor prospect for clover seed. 

John Williams, Hamilton, Northumberland : The hay crop is the poorest ever known here. There is 
very little clover, but what there is haa been saved in excellent condition. 

Robt. Dai-ison, Marjniburg N., Prince Edward : Hay and clover was harvested in excellen 
bjt the yield was small ; it would not average more than a quarter of a ton per acre. 

Robt. Metzler, Brnesttown. Lennox and Addington : Hay is n< 
-•aved in Gae condition. There ia no clover and consequently no see 

Joshua Knight, Stonington, Frontenac : Hay was secured in first-class condition. It was not much 
trouble to do It as there was not more than a third of a crop. There Is no prospect whatever for clover seed, 
there being no clover. 

Isaiah Wright, Augusta, Leeds and Granville ; The hay and clover crop waa never known so light in 
this locality, but it was secured in good condition. No clover seed is raised here. 

A. Harkness, Matilda, Dundaa; Hay was about an average crop, rather under than over. It waa well 
•avoij, and the quality wia excellent. We aaved no clover seed here. 

John Bennett, Roxborough, Stormont : The hay crop was saved in Srst-daas condition, and there is a 
Tary good yield, although old meadows are rather thin. 



e than a third of a crop, and ia 




F the crop. 

Paul Labriwee, Hkwkt^bury E., Freacott : Hay »nd clover wab good enougb in riob land, whUs in poor 
" ' ■ ' HI dry to expect a gimd crop at sotni. 

. 1, Torboiton, C»rleton ; H»y and clover is in very g-md oonditjoo, m it was wull 

I ^led, but tbe yield is li^ht. No olaver seed is saved in this locality. 

I Rube. MioLaren, Hocton, Renfrew : The hay crop is light, but it was secured in prime ctmditioQ. No 

f olover teed wna ijaved in this section. 

J. K. Durting, Ramwy, Lanark ; The hay crop is very short, being frain 30 to 70 per cent, of ]aA 
■son'a cut. It was geuerally well saved, but will waigh light. 

John Carapbell, jr., Mariposa, Victoria ; Hay ond clover in very, very light— not hllf a cn>p^bat 
ived in first-clasB coQtUtion. Very few fields of clover are kept for seed, and the prospects arennpr"""'" 
John Moloney, Douro, Peterborough -. Hay a 
although it has been saved iu good condition. 

D. Galloway, Lutlerworth. HaUburton : Hay was a li/^bt ciop owing tu the dry weathw, and was cut 
and dried in good condition. Wild hay in beaver meadows was a full crop, and will to a great BJitaiit nwkB 
' ir the li|{ht yield of tame bay. 
Katoa Latta. Thurlow, Hastings : Hay is almoat a total failure. A large portion is not longer 1 
!oot and is very thin, but it was saved In good condition otherwise. The prospect for clover set 
' ¥Bry discoaraging, 

John H. Osborne, Stephenson, Muskoka ; Hay was saved in good condition, but it will be short o* 
io the drouth. 

Wiu. Jenkin, Perry, Parry Sound : Some fields of low land turned out good, but in moit oaaoi it 

Tory bad, drying up. Many acres, were hardly w — '' '^--- ■"' » j 

Joseph Alton, Strong, Parry Sound : The hay crop is light, but it waa eaved in eicellent ooiiditiiia.. 



idit^^^J 

fewlSI 
rose 11* n 



Arthur J. Arner, Gosfiold, Essex; The clover crop on the whole is in bad condition. 

t wliere postured until about the middle of June did well. There was no damage from drouth arfrosc 
[ midge olmost destroyed the crop where the first crop was taken off for hay. 

John Bishop, Orford, Kant ; Some pieces that were pastured were very good. There is not muiji of 
e second crop cut for seed, and whot there was had vary little seed in it. Most of it was cut for hay. 
ae midga destroyed the seed. 

Samnel MascoU, Dannicb, Elgin : Clover for seed is a failure. In man; instances it will not pay l» 
thresh it, owing to the ravages of the midge. 

H. J. Barber. Townsend, Norfolk : Clover has beea a eood catch generally. There is not much seedw 
e old crop was killed last year with drouth. The midge baa been very destructive to clover seed. 
Robt. Jepson, Walpole, Haldimand ; Clover ia poor. There wiU be little seed to thresh here, aa laat 

John A. Law, Stamford, Welland : The clover crop ia an entire failure. No seed is raised in thW 
township, HB the midge has deatroyad it all. 

James Lo veil, Bronka, Lamhton : The raising of clover seed baa been almost abandpned, owing to ttt* 
midRi; ond drouth these last two years. 

Robt. Currie, Wawanoali E., Huron : There is very little clover tor seed as the season was too dry. I 
hear of uo midge this year. The aeed is good, although there is so little of it. 

Wm. Welsh, Huron, Bruce : There ia a very poor show for clover seed. Tlie drouth eansed it lo b» 
very backward in July and August. A few fielda revived, but very early clover woe almoat entirely 
destroyed by midge. 

James Brodie, Artemeaia, Urcy ; There will be no clover seed saved here, as the dry weather after 
baying cauead a very poor growth. 

Jos. Ball, Tiny, Simcoe : Clover mode very little (rrowth after haying because of the dry weather ; t»D- 
Mqueotly the clover crop will be o very bhort one. There has not been much midge. 

R. Coad, Ekfrid, Middlesex: Very few patches of clover are considered worth eaviug, and nearly alT 
has been fed or cut down. The midge was very bad. 

Thos. Baird, Blandford, Oxford : There ia no clover around here that will be fit for seed. The midfi 
is the chief peat to red olover. 

Henry Eey, Oakland, Brant : I hove seen but two fielda of clover for seed this year, and theas wen 
light. 

Wm. Courtice, Fulkrton, Perth : The drouth set iu about the time of the first cutting of clover, bo it 
was too late befure it got o start. It wa« also injured by midge. 

Bflbt. Cromar, Filkington, Wellington : There has been no second ctop of clover this ; 



thiafBU. r^^wV 



Christian T. (Jroh, Waterloo, Waterloo ; Tha failure ot the catch o£ clover for the last year or t*n has 
left our meadow? almost without that plant, and cooEequently there can be no aeed. Some low patchea 
may produce seed, but there will not be enough for our own use. 

John Short, Luthor E., DuSeria : ^ETarmeni turned their stock oo to their clover Gelds on account of 
short pasturp, and consequent!}- there was no seed. 

Gsorg? Hart, Snltfleet, Wentworth : The clover crop is the moEt complete failure that wad ever known 
in this township. 

John Marshall, Nasflag'aweya, Ealton : No clover has been grown for aead. All will be imported from 
the west of Ontario or Michigan. 

James H. Newlove, Albion, Feal : There is Bcarely a bnehet of clover geed grown in this township. Tha 
fields have been damaged by drouth. 

W. B. Terry, Gwillimbury N., York ; There is a verj- poor return ot clover seeni. It was dama^j^bf 
the midge and the drouth. 

John Foy, Scugo^, Ontario : This crop is almost a Failure. I know cf only three small fields saved for 
seed in the townshi]}. Clover was a poor catch owing to drouth, and the drouth this year GniBhed it. 
Thera was some midge. 

W. 6. Rundla, Darlington, Durham : I do not knon of a single piece of red clover for seed. Clover 
boB bean badly winter-killed for two or three years past, and it ia esceptional to see a £air crop of it 

Flat . Hinman, Haldimond, Northumberland : The condition of clover is good, but very little has been 
saved for seed. The drouth prevented most of the crops of clover coming forward after haying. 

W. R. Leaventi, Uoltowell, Prince Edward : The crop ia a very short oue compared with previmn 
yean, but what there is seems to be well filled with an exoefleot quality of seed. 

ery little clover, as last year's seeding' 

S. Going, Wolfe Island, Frontonac : Clover was killed out by frost two years ago, and as seeding did 
not oatoh in the spring of 1887 there is no clover to produce seed. Seeding has also been a failure this year. 

John B. Wilson, Leeds and Lansdowne Front, Leeds and Grenville : There is hardly any clover. The 
droath has played havoc with the clover for the lazt two years. The latter part of eummer and the fall have 
been faviirable for the crop, but theie was none in the ground to grow, having been killed by the earif 
drouth. 

John Taylor, Osnabnick, Stormont : There is no clover raised hare just nOw. A few pounds are mixed 
with the timothy, and in a few years the clover ia all gone. 

P. Madden, Nepean, Carleton : We never raised much clover seed, tnt this year there is none. 

Joseph Kinder, Biudenell and Lynedoch, Renfrew : The clover was so much damaged by drouth that ' 
the second crop was a complete failure. 

Wm. Palerson, Ramsay, Lanark ; The clover crop is the worst this year we have seen for a, long time. 
The drouth in the forepart of the somiuer mode the new meadows almost bare, and that sown this year ia 
nearly all gone too. 

James S. Caimduff, Harvey, Peterborough : I know of but one field saved for seed in this township^ 
and that was rendered almost worthless, Grst by drouth and then by the late rains. 

Thoa. J. Thompson, Rawdon, Hastings : There was not a Geld of clover cut for seed to my knowledge. 
The drouth caused it to be a failure . 



FIELD ROOTS. 

JTotvithstanding the fact that the drouth was severely felt ia the eaatem portion of 
the province, and in the oountiea bordering on lake Huron and the Georgian bay, all 
the root crops, except carrots, exceeded the anmial average yield, and carrots wers by no 
means a failure. In the Lake Erie group the yield and quality of roots were the sur- 
prise and delight of the old settlers, who have not seen such crops since the days when 
the soil was in its virginity. Owing to the late harvest, and the rainy weather during 
the fall, roots were not housed aa early as usual. 



r Potatoes. — The yield of potatoes is the best in many years. In sc 

I there was an extraordinary growth of tubers, both us regards size and number, 
are remarkably free from scab or other blemish, and several correspondents spoke of 
a potatoes weighing from two to three pounds. Eot was mentioned in but one or 
tiro places, and then on law, clay soils only. The almost incessant rains of October 
covered low-lying lands in several of the river counties for weeks, and considerable rot 



was reported, together with general difficulty in digging and storing. The hug did not 
fftil to pat in an appearance, but the Canadian farmera Lave learned how to deal with 
that peat. The average yield of potatoes for the province waa large, being nearly double 
that of laat year, and 23.2 buaheia per acre more than the average for the seven years 
1882-8. The table below shows the acreage and yield by county groups for 1888 and 
the previous year : 



I 



Districts. 


1S88. 


1887. 




Acres. 


Bushels. 


B-h. 


a™. 


BuBhals. 


Bash. 


Lake Erie 


16.356 
12,916 
13,677 
26,341 
33,686 
37,474 
12,601 
2,965 


3,314,015 
1,879,303 
2,162,204 
4,264,170 
5,083,761 
4,783,693 
1,438,438 
349,023 


150.7 
145.5 
168.1 
161.9 
156.6 
127.7 
116.1 
117.7 


14,880 
11,669 
12,136 
34,051 

35,018 
10,963 
3,770 


690,415 

849,304 

963,314 

1,860,528 

1,925,711 

3,272,359 

764,638 

351,736 


46.4 
73.4 
79.4 
77.4 
76.6 
93.4 
69.7 
127.0 








St. Lawrence and Ottawa 


Nortliem DiBtriots 


163,915 


22,273,607 


144.7 


140,283 


10,678,000 


76.1 





The acreage is slightly below the average for the seven years 1882-8, although it is 
decidedly larger than in 1887. The largest yield was returned from the West Midland 
counties, where 161.9 bushels per acre was the record. The Georgian Bay, Lake Ontario | 
and Lake Erie districts also went over 150 bushels per acre. The smallest yield was '" 
.the East Midland counties. 



Manoel-wubzelb — The fall proved just the season for this crop, the copious rains 
producing a remarkably large yield of sound roots. Some injury waa reported by the 
white grub in Middlesex, and a caterpillar did damage in Brant, but taking the province 
over, tho yield was a magnificent one. The crop was stored early, and aa fodder gener- 
ally waa short it will be an important factor in the successful wintering of stock. The 
acreage and yield by county groups for 1887 and 1888 are as follows : 



Uistricta. 


1888. 


1887. 


Acres. 


Buaheia. 


Bus 
per 


■ 


Acrea. 


Bushela. 


Bush. 




1,764 
3,644 
788 
7,343 
6,754 
1,610 
1,486 
72 


797,932 
1,133,801 

280,984 
3,681,673 
2,947,341 

518,005 

646,623 
14,400 


452 
428 
366 
BOl 
512 
321 
435 
200 


3 

6 
5 
3 
7 
4 



1,324 
3,210 
996 
6,947 
4,343 
1,657 

194 


340,860 
777,136 
365,181 
2,216,396 
1,327,918 
414,947 
311,084 
42,460 


257.3 
361.5 
266.2 
372.7 
306.8 
350.4 
248.3 
218.8 


Lake Huron 

GeoTKianBay 




at. Lawrence and Ottawa 


Northern Diotricta 

TntBU 


21,459 


10,020,669 


467 





17.934 


6,695,761 


317.8 




There were mote acres sown to mangel-wurzels in ISS8 than in any of the pri;viou8 
years recorded by this Bureau, The total yield was larger than that of 1887 by 4,324, i 
bushels, and exceeded the average of the province for the seven years 1882-8 by 2,194,443 
bushels. While the average yield per acre was smaller than in 1886, it was larger than 
in 1887 by 149.2 busheia, and went 29.9 bushels over the annual average. 

^HP- C AH ROTS, — This was the only root crop that fell below the average yield for 
^^^6 past seven years, although it came within five per cent, of the standard fixed by that 
period. It was more affdcted by the early drouth than any other of the roots, but its 
recovery during the fall was something remarkable. As in the case o£ turnips and 
mangel-wurzels, there was a decided increase in the acreage, and consequently the total 
yield is greatly in excess of that of the average year. The acreage and yield are given 
in the following table by county groups ; 



DistrictH. 


1SS8. 


1887. 


Acree. 


BuBhelB, 


Busli. 
per 
acre. 


Acres. 


BmheU, 


Bush. 




1,083 
1,042 
2,437 
3,224 
1.702 
961 
143 


295,100 
369,847 
324,403 
857,838 
1,381,328 
418,532 
331,663 
29,980 


316,6 
332,3 
311.3 
352.0 
397.4 
245.9 
346,0 
209.7 


748 

S66 

9G9 

1,973 

2,175 

1,435 

807 

147 


139,613 
214,996 
195,983 
687,486 
630,363 
298,293 
157,613 
31,539 






202 
272 
243 

207 
195 
214 


3 
4 

8 
9 
2 

e 








St. LawreocB and Ottawa 

East Midland .. 

Northern DiBtriotB 


11,624 


3,898,584 


338.3 


9,110 


2,106,686 













area of 2,414 acres. The average 

the previous year, but it fell short of the 



Compared with 1887 there was 
yield per acre was 107,2 bushels mo 

annual average by 14,9 bushels. The largest yield was in the Lake Ontario group, 
where there was also the largest acreage, and the West Midland district came second in 
both respects. In fact, of the 300,086 acres devoted to root crops in 1888, nearly one- 
half is found in the West Midland and Lake Ontario groups, the former contributing 
73,002 acres, and the latter 74,959 acres. 



TuKNiPs. — When the August reports were received the turnip crop did not 
appear vury promising. Drouth prevailed at the time of sowing, and much of the seed 
failed to catch, while a considerable portion of the remainder came up very late. The 
fly was very bad in different parts of the province, and thinned out many fields already 
poor from drouth, especially in Bruce and Grey, where a good deal was plowed up. The 
grasshopper did injury in Dufferin, but more still in the north-eastern section of the pro- 
vince, while a worm was reported as doiag considerable mischief in Northumberland. 
The fall rains, however, effected a wonderful cbange in the condition of turnips. The 
growth was somewhat marvellous, Shower after shower swelled the bulbs and increased 
the tojis to such au extent that the meagre rows of August could not be recognized in the 
luxuriant fields of October, The average yield par acre for the province was over 40 
per cent, more than the poor product of the previous year, and 26 bushels more than 




i 



the average for the 
groaps tor 1888 and 1887"! 



md yield are compared by county 



DiBtriota. 


1.88. 


1887. 


.„„. 


Bushels. 


Bash, 
per. 


Acres. 




BuBh. 

per 
acre. 




13,197 
13,370 
36,883 
33,99B 
4,400 
7,081 
S,055 


1,196,468 
5,161,444 
4.S67.B06 
16,398,169 
15,437,295 
1,342,117 
3,643,363 
593,897 


301 
366 
444 
4G3 
306 
372 
289 


1 

7 

8 



2,160 
12,610 
13,000 

31,037 
3,664 
6,124 
2,041 


660,196 1 251 


7 
9 

7 


2 






3,601,160 
11,746,512 
8,876,835 

804,680 
1,440,199 

611,360 


277 

219 
250 






St. LawreDca and Ottawa 


Northern Districta 

Totals 


113,188 


47,640,237 


420 


9 


106,323 


31,413,456 


298 


2 



The acreage for 1888 waa the largest yet given to tumipa, and the total yield for 
tbe province was the greatest of any of the seven years recorded, not excepting 1886, 
when the extraordinary average yield of 475.7 bushels per acre was reported. An 
increase is observable in the acreage of every group. The greatest average yield per acre 
was in the Lake Ontario counties, where 463.7 bushels were reported, and the next best 
average yield was in the West Midland counties, being 444.6 bushels. Over 60 per cent, 
of the turnip acreage is to be found in these two groups. 



JameB H. Brnwn, ColcheEter S., Essex : Fotatoea pramiae a splendid yield. I think I never Haw 
anywhete. The weather ao far has been very favorable to thein. 

Samuel Maccnl!, Dunwich N., Elgin ; IE blight or rob does not injure the potato crop, it will b« tho 
belt since the Colorado bug infested it. Mangeia and carrota are Krowiiig splendidly thia season, aa 
JDst snitable for roots of all kinda. 

John Meharg, Hiiughton, Norfolk : Potatoes are a good crop in thia part. They ace turning out v 
The bugs were very bad. Turnips are promising a good crop, and ao are mangels and carrots. 

John A. Law, Stamford, Welland : The potato crop never looked better. The potato buga were vary 
bad in the early part of the aeason. If rot does not trouble ua, potatoes will be abuuntifnl yield. 

W. J. Maniu, Wawanoah E., Huron : Potatoes are small, but look much better since the late r^na. 
TamipB are rather backward. They grew but slowly after soaring on account of the drouth, and, therefore, 
fell an easy prey to the ravages of the Hy. Many Helda bad to be sown over ngwn, and then amounted to 
little. 

Peter Torrance, Kinloss, Bruce ; Potatoes will be a light crop, owing to the drouth. Turnips are small 
for the same reason, and the fly was very bad. Some had to plow turnips up. Mangels and carrots ai« 
hotter than turnips. 

Joaeph M. Rogers. Sydenham, Urey : Potatoes are looking well. Many fields of turnips have been 



George Sneath, Vaapra, 3i 
to be a good yield. Turoips suwii 
doing well now, and promise to bo 

James A. Glen, Westminster, 
for years. Turnips are good. Mi 
barm, but what there are are gro' 
are doing well now. 

Thoa. A. Good, Bcanttord, B 
•lospt on bard clay, were naver bi 



patches of mangels and carmtB are looking well. 



. r t. 1 very poor crop, but late-planted promise 

lefore the 6th of June came np weU, were not troubled with the fly, are 
a fair crop, liater sown are a failure. Mangels and carrota will be a 

tliddleaex ; Roots are doing well. Potatoea are the boat we have had 



^ohn Cuiiipbell, Blanahard, Purth : Fotataei hftve every pros] 
md dry. Tumipti ara rather bkckward, but ths lute heavf laim 
and carroti will be a fair average crop. 

George CuBhing, Arthur, Wellington ; Potatries are in (air uondition, althongh the busa hava been a 
({rsat past this neason. Tha turnip crop waa in poiiF condition, but is recover iuKBinoa ths rain came. Man- 
tis are doing verj well. Carrota have been very poor. It waa too dry in the apriug for them. The fly 
»nd the drouth have been the great drawbacks. 

Benj. Devitt, Waterloo, Waterloo: Potatoea are rb ne rally jtood. Tucnips are Bomewhat backward. 
but in a healthy condition. Mangels and carrota are generally good, but tliey would have bean the better 
of s little more moisture. 

fair for a large yield, 
much of the crop. 

Isaac Merritt, Grimsby S., Linonln ; Potatoes are doing well where the buga were kept off tbem. 

T. A. Walker, Ancaater, Wantworth : The prospect ii 
irill be a heavy yield. Mangel-wurzela nUo look well, and i 

Colin Campbell. Nansagaweya, Ealton: P->tatueii are in excellent condition, tbey coutd not loi>k muoh 
better. Tarnipa appear to be in good condition ; the leaves are healthy, and the ground ia well covered, 
Mangel-wurzela are good, much better than last year. Carrota are fair, but not ao good aa they should be. 

Wm. Rutledge, Caledoo, Peel : Potatoes are magnificent, but the vines are blackening in some locali- 
tie> on low lands, showing signs of rot. Tha tubers are large, with a great many in tha hill. The Early 
Rose showed the first aigns of decaying vines. Turnips are doing spiendidly at present. Mangels and car- 
rota are also good, although they were long in coming np. 

John Beasley, King, York ; Pntatnes are looking splendid, and are well rooted. TurnipB were oon- 

' " ' ... two or three times. Very little mange) seed getrninatsd, 

la looking well. Carrots are prumisiag a good yield. 

Robt. H. Shipman, Brock, Ontario : Potatoea am doing well at present, but tumipa are scarce owing 
to the drouth. Carrots are doing well, as alao mangel-wuTMls. Ail root crops suffered much until tho 
recent rains, hut are now doing well. 

Robert ColviUe, Clarke, Durham ; Potato plants are looking thrifty, and the tubers are dry. Turnips 
■re promising a good crop. Mangels and carrota are fairly good, and from recent rains are giowiug 

' John Williams, Hamilton, Northumberland : Potatoea were ehacked considerably by tho dry weather 
{fltl^, but are greatly improved in appearance by the recent rains. Turnips are a partial failure from 
a, and many pieces are being stripped by the same worm that is attacking the pease. Howevi 
_ are thriving (although patchy) since the ""-" «—™i- i->"- '">' *>"■ -*" ..■~.i-i.'.- i-.» ~.;'i 
_. _ Carrots appear to have withstood tha i 
^nred in some places by piemires cutting them uu. 

Robt. Davison, Marysburg N., Prince Edward : Potatoes give signs of being an abundant crop. 
Leonard Wager, Sheffield, Lennox and Addington : Roots of all sorts have suffered ti^om the dry 
iraatber, and i£ we do not get plenty of rain soon the root crop will be very poor. 

R. J. Dunlop, Pittsburg. Frontenac : Potatoes are looking well at present. They are holding their 
oolor, but are not likeiy to yield well unless timely rams come. Turnips, ciaogele and caiToca have bean 
badly affected by the Jrouch— in many instances they are a complete failure. 

Gideon Fairbairn, Edwardaburg, Loeda and Grenville : Early potatoea are aotnewhat small, hut the 
lin that fell on the 13th of AugtiBt will improve the late planted ones. 

Wm. Kyle, Williamsburg, Dundas : Roots will be under the average, especially potatoes, which will 
It be more than half a crop throughout the township. 

A. M. Campbell, Kenyon, Gleng-arry : Potatoea suffered greatly from drouth. The topa are large, but 
la tnbera are small and few. Tha lata planted will pick up owing to the rains. 

W. Ferguson, HawkesburyW., Presoott : Potatoes looked well until about tho 28th of July, when the 
ivere heat dried them up on high land. There will be a fair crop in low places. 

W. J. Summerby, Russell, Rusaell : Potatoes are small and few, but of good quality. Turnips are 
lor; they were injured by the dry weather and the fly. Mangels and carrots are poor owing to dniuth. 
John Scott, Gonlbourn, Carleton ; Potatoea ara the poorest crop known for years. The failure is duo 
lo want of rain. 

Joseph Kinder, Lynedoch, Renfrew : Potatoes look well, but there are not many in tha hill owing to 
..je long-continued dry weather. Since the rain fell many small ones are forming in the hills. Turnips, 
With the exception of very early sown, are a complete failure, owing to drouth and grasshoppers. Tber» 
a no mangels grown, and carrots are a [loor crop. 

Edward Byrne, Burgess, Lanark ; Potatoes look well, but other roots are poor. 

Edward Stephen?. Laxton, Victeria : Potatoes are very good. The graeshoppers ate nearly ajl tha 
tamips and the drouth has also injured them. 

Alex. Brown, Burleigh, Peterborough : All tha root crops have suffered severely by the long-continned 
drouth. Turnips may gam later on. 

D. Galloway, Lntterworth, Maliburton; Potatoes are growing rapidly. 
■* the table. The other root crops are doing well. 





Lewis Marnh, Huntingdoo, Haatiogs 

L»te wiU do well if rainB comB aooQ. Tl.__^ 

average wbere Iha hoe and cultivator have been f leel; used. 



Earlj' planted potatoei 

"- " ' - the 

Carrots i 



fairly good, all thinf^B conBldernd. 






George A. Wintemute, Maidstone 
Bavpd in good shape. Roota are not grown to a greal 
well, being of a very large size. 

W. McKeniie Robs, Harwioli, Kent ; Potatoes arr 
thing elae to hurtthom. Tumipa, mangels and eairoti 

Sanrnel MaccoU, Dnnwich, Elftin : The potato crop ie the extreme opposite of last year, a 
yield of aicellent quality and ia well secnred for the winter. My nephew, in digging, tomi 
Late KoEe potato which measured 2l)i32 inches in its circmnfeiences. 

James MorFiaon, Walsingham, Norfolk : Potatoes were n good crop aroond here, and there was no in- 
jury by rot. Tninipa are a fair crop. There are not many mangela or carrots grown. 

John Senn, Oneida, Ualdimand : There is no rot or injury of any kind to potatoes, and the crop is 
very large. Mangels and carrotn are extra goud. They have been pretty well secured, but owing to excee- 
sive rains there was much difficulty in taking them up. 

John A. Law, Stamford. Welland : Potatoes are an excellent crop— the heaviest formany years. There 
is very little rot and that only on tow clay soil. The weather has been rainy of late and retarded digging 
and other fall work. Turnips, mangels and carrots are excellent. On aandy soil the root oropu have not 
been all taken up yet, and on clay aoil not very many have been secured yet ea it has been bo wet. 

John DaUa*, Bosanquet, Lambtoo : Potatoe" are of very good condition and quality, and are not injured 
froQi any cause. Turnips, mangels and carrots are a light crop but of good quality. Mangels were injured 
to some extent by cut wonn and drouth. 

Robt. Currie, Wawanosh E., Huron: Potatoes are a good crop, and there ia no rot. Some late planted 
ones were excellent. What grew of the turnips were good, but on atiS clay soil there were many niissea 
becanae the seed did not spring for lack of moisture at aeedlng. Mangels and carrota are good crops. 

Robt. RueacU, Greenock, Bruce ; Potataea are good and large and there ia no rot. Tumipa are good 
where they came up, bnt there are a great many misses. Mangels were an even crop, but not so large as 
in some yesrB, aa toe rains did not come in timei Carrots are a good, large sample. 

J. S. Black, Glenelg. Grey : Potatoes are an eacellent crop. I have heard no complaint aa to rot. 
Tumipa are very good where there was a " catch, " but a good deal of the seed tailed to germinate. Man- 
gels are good but the same cannot be said of carrots. 

James Rosi, Oro, Simcoe : Potatoes ai 
Tnmips are a good size but a light crop, as 
average crop, but carrots are a small yield. 

Wm. Black, Westminster, Middlesex : The quality of potatoes waa never better, they were both largo 
and dry. In fact all the root cropa are apleodid, Turni ps, mangels and carrots cannot be excelled, and 
as a rule were aaved in excellent order. 

Robt. Leake, Oxford, E., Oxford : Potatoes are entirely free from rot, and are the grandest crop we 
have had lor years. Turnips are fair, but mangels are a good crop. But fen carrots are raised, yet they 
are very good. 

Duncan Stewart, Easthope N., Perth r Potatoes are good to very 
There are some good fields of turnips, but generaJly the size is below t 
On moist, rich places mangels are extra large, but on the whole they ai 
better proportionally than either turnips or mangels. 

Albert Fyte, Minto, Wellington : The condition and quality of potatoes could not be better, and the 
yield iB very large. On account of the dry weather in the early part of the season the late potatoea did by 
far the best. Turnips, mangels and oacrots are a fair crop. 

Benjamin Devitt, Waterloo, Waterloo : Potatoes have never been of better quality in my rocoileotion ; 
there bas been no rot or anything elae to do them any injury. Turnips suffered from want of rain in the 
first part of the season, but lately they have been doing better and have turned out a very fair crop, Man- 
gels and carrota (especially those gut in early) are a very fair crop, and have been secured well. 

Hugh McDougall, Luther E., Buflerin : Potatoes are in good condition. The quality ia superior, and 
the yield was never before oijualled in this aeotion ; no injury was done to them by rot or drouth. Turnip* 
are of good quality and a fair yield, but would have been much better but they did not germinate soon 
enough and were retarded ingrowth by the dry weather. The same may be said of mangels and carrots. 

Adam Spears, Caistor, Lincoln : Potatoes ara excellent in quality and quantity. 

Robt. Inksetter, Beverley, Wentworth ; Potatoes are an excellent crop. There was no rot or injury of 
any kind. Tumipa are a great crop where prupetly treated ; mine will go a thousand bushels per acre. 
Mangels ara a aplendid crop. It is impossible to measure them by the bushel ; we would have to do it by 
the cord. Carrots are not so good. 

Wm. McDonald, E^qneaing, Halton : Potatoes are a good crop, 
' rot. Turnips are a good crop and so are mangels, but there are 



re of small ai 



Its 

J 




fu, Albion, Feal : PotatoeH are an excellent crop ; 1 
the aver»Ke, )U it was too dry at the time of aowinL 
locality. 

D. Jnmea, MarUisni, York : Potitoea are of good oxb and the quality in excellent. 
-nnd carrota are the beat and larReat yield we have had for Heveml years. 

Ralijh Forayth, PiokerinB, Ontario : Potatoea are splendid. I never saw a, better siz 
there is no sign of rot. Turnip* are good, and manscela and cnrrotB are an average crop. 
been very unfavorable for harveatinj. 

W. G. Kundle, Darlin^en. Durham : Bugs were mora than usually plentiful this year, yet potatoes al 
■» good crop, without any aigna of rot that I linve heard •>!, Turnipe are of an even size and large and « ' 
be a good crop. Mang^la ate vei-y large, and carrutb are aleo a good ucop. 

John Miller, Ualdimand, Northumberland : PotaCoeii are n good deal over an average crop, yieldinpS 
from 150 to 200 buahelB per acre, and they are <>t eiiuellent quality. The other root crops ar- --' ■* 

(t. N. Rose, Marysburg N., Prince Edward : Potatoes are good. I have only heard oE one case of ro^ I 
And that was on very heavy olay noil. ■ 

G. R. Alliaon, Frederickaburg 3., LennoK and Addington : The potato crop is aplendid in this 

every man claiming that he has the largest potatoes. Many have been weighed in thia neighborhood a 
turn the ecales at 2|| pounda. 

R, J. Dunlop, Pittaburg, Krontenao ; Potatoes are a good crop generally, both in quantitj' ai ^ - - ™ 
There waa boqip damage by rot in low, wet places. Tumipa, niangeU and carrots will be ai light oop, botfl 
generally are of good quality. The drouth caused the planta to come up very thinly and uneven in theariili,,T 

Isaiah Wright, Augusta, Leeda and Grent ille : Potatoes were injured by the drouth, and wet weathccj 
«rttine in made it bad digging but the yield was good in quality. Turnips and nmngeU are a mediimf 
•crop, bat carrota arc not raised to a great extent. 

Alex. Farlinger, Williamsburg, Dundas : Potatoes in varions places lay in water and Hiiffered by rotL 9 
BowBver, the average yield will be 200 biiaheh per acre, of good quality. 

P. H. McDermid, Cornwall, Stormont : Potatoea are very good on high land. Sumo pi 
land are injured by rot, but not to any great extent. Turnips, mangels - -* ' ' 

Kenneth McLuinan, Louhiel, Glengarry ; On high land potatoes are a very good crop, but on low landl 
libey were rotted with continuous raina at the time of nmturing. There is not much rained in the way af'| 
other roota. ■ 



■e very varied as : 
>m selves. They 
Turnips, mangels — ' - 
■ .red for the wini 



■ethe 



e this 



somewhat better than last year, although the drouth 



very good er 
f was plentiful, i 
r than last yea 



The drouth 



autta, yet they are an average ci 

Wm. McGany. Dmmmond, Lanark : The cro| 
affected the crop m aome localities. There la no i 
tate during the month, but in many patches 
gele and carrots are not given much acreage, but they were a good ei 

Jamea Demiott, Garden, Victoria ; Potatoea are extra large, but n 
Uiey are a very good crop and no rot has been observed. Turnipa and m: 
iOiey suffered from drouth. 

F. Birdaall, Asphodel, Peterborough : Potatoes are a 
^ the drouth, biitl have not heard ofany rot The biif 
— J Turnips have turned out a very fair crop— betle 
, I, but they got a good growth in the months of Septeu 
injored by the grub and drouth. 

Alex. Sonthworth, Cardiff, Halibnrton : Potatoes are of good quality, and early planted a 
iere caught with frost and injured by drouth. There ia no rot. Other roots at 
« the drouth. 

. . _. _._.^ , _, inaga, Hastings : Potatoea wore aecurod in good condition and the quality ii 

oeUent. There is no rot. Yvod being exoeedinglv short, [lotatnes will He fed to cattle in many cases, 
nfps suffered from the drouth and the fly, although late sown did very well. There are not many mai 
■nwn here. I will have 1,000 bushels per acre. Carrots suffered from drouth. 

A. Wiancko, Morrison, Muakoka: Putatofs are of Grat-class (quality and the yield ia satisfactory ou all 
well manured and well cultivated fielda. Mangels ard carrots are good, but turnips were injuriansly 
-aBeOtod by the drouth. 

h Jackson, Humphrey, Parry Sound : Potatoes are of good quality though poor o 



The late 1 



J. C. Hanley, Tyendin 



i (B,I.) 
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COMPARATIVE YIELD OF FIELD CROPS. 

Aggregate Yield of Crops. — The past season completes the seventh year of 
the records by the Bureau of the agricultural productions of this province. In the table 
appended a comprehensive glance is afforded of the progress of total production of each 
crop for the seven years 1882-8, together with the annual average for the period. Thia 
mode of comparison depends upon the two variables, the acreage in crop and the yield 
per acre. The former has been dealt with in a previous chapter (page 7) and the latter 
will be noticed later. 



Field Crops. 


1888. 




Bush. 


Fall Wheat.... 


13,830,787 


Spring Wheat. 


6,453,559 


Barley 


23,366,509 


Oats 


65,466,911 


Rve 


1,295,302 


Pease 


14,269,863 


Corn (in ear) . . 


17,436,780 


Buckwheat 


1,222,283 


Beans . . i 


534,526 


Potatoes 


22,273,607 


M an j?el- wurzels 


10,020,659 


Carrots 


3,898,584 


Turnips 


47,640,237 




Tons. 


Hay& Clover. . 


2,009,017 



1887. 



Bush. 
14,440,611 

5,633,117 

17,134,830 

49,848,101 

894,887 

12,173,332 

8,404,752 

1,025,353 

275,975 

10,678,000 

5,695,761 

2,105,686 
31,413,456 
Tons. 

3,093,610 



1886. 



1885. 



1884. 



Bush. 
18,071,142 

9,518,553 
19,512,278 
58,665,608 

1,106,462 
16,043,734 
10,805,309 

1,678,708 

482,072 

16,012,358 

8,787,743 

3,478,751 

47,061,053 

Tons. 

2,994,446 



Bush. 
21,478,281 

9,129,881 
16,533,587 
55,229,742 

1,271,506 
14,006,192: 
10,741,391 

1,530,675 

496,564 

21,091,1441 

7,660,729' 

3,462,319i 

41,137,735; 

Tons, i 

3,252,155i 



Bush. 
20,717,631 
14,609,661 
19,119,041 
57,696,304 

1,648,259 
13,691,607 
12,935,889 

1,484,570 

592,044 

27,546,261 

8,655,184 

4,197,200 
44,406,363 
Tons. 

3,044,912 



1883. 



Bush. 
11,656,957 

9,726,063 
18,414,337 
54,573,609 

3,012,240 
10,673,723 



16,400,782 
6,252,016 
3,984,436 

29,879,354 
Tons. 
4,115,535 



1882. 



Average 
1882-8. 



Bush. 
31,277,018 

9,665,995 
24,284,407 
50,501,701 

3,473,799 
11,006,115 
13,420,664 

1,262,973 

409,910 

18,432,145 

7,711,420 

4,009,975 
35,359,331 
Tons. 

2,090,626 



Bush. 
18,778,659 • 

9,248,119 
19,766,436 
55,997,425 \ 

1,814,636 
13,123,509 
12,290,797 . 

1,367,427 I 

465,182 i 

18,919,185 [ 

7,826,216 

3,590,993 
39,556,790 
Tons. 

2,942,900 



Fall wheat and hay are the only crops in which the yield was less than in 1887. The 
past year was the poorest for hay of the seven, the drouth of 1888 proving even more 
disastrous to this crop than the spring frosts of 1882. The productions of oats, corn, 
mangels and turnips are the highest yet recorded. In only one year have the yields of 
fall wheat, spring wheat and buckwheat been less than in the past year, while the amounts 
produced of barley, pease, beans and potatoes have been exceeded only by a single year. 
Compared with the annual average, only five crops out of the fourteen are short, viz., 
fall wheat, spring wheat, rye, buckwheat and hay. In spring wheat alone is this result 
wholly due to diminution of acreage, and in hay alone is it wholly due to decrease of 
yield per acre. The production of wheat, though slightly higher than in 1887, is 7,742,432 
bushels below the annual average, while barley shows an increase over the average of 
3,600,133 bushels; oats, 9,469,486 bushels ; pease, 1,146,354 bushels, and corn in the 
ear, 5,145,983 bushels.. The crop of potatoes is more than double that of 1887, and 
3,354,422 bushels more than the average. Carrots, mangels and turnips aggregate more 
in 1888 and less in 1887 than in any other year, the combined produce of the past year 
exceeding that of 1887 by 22,344,677 bushels, and showing an increase over the annual 
average yield of 10,585,471 bushels. 



Ratios of Aggregate Yields. — In the following table the comparison of 
yields is simplified by representing the annual* average yield for the seven years 1882-& 
by 100 for each crop, and indicating the relation of the production of 1888 to the annual 
average by what may be known as a " per cent, ratio." These are shown in the fol- 




IdkeErl 

Liike Hurao. 

Georgiun ]iay . 

WeatMidlnnd, 

L*ke Ontario. 

St. Lawrencp Sz Ottawa. 

£ut Midland 

Northt 



TLus, taking the two varinbl^s into conHi deration, viz., acreage and yield per e 
fall vheat is li per cent, of an average crop in tlie pravini^, ranging from 47 per cent. 
in the St. Lawrence and Ottawa group to 136 per cent, in the Northern Districts. Oom 
has the highest ratio, or 42 per cent, above the average; while hay has the lowest ratio, or 32 
per cent, below the average. The ratio of production of fall wheat {except in the Northern 
Districts), spring wheat, buckwheat (except in the Lake Ontario group) and hay are 
below the average in every group, while corn exceeds the average in every group, oata 
in every group except the Ekat Midland, and turnips in every group except the Northern 
Difitricta. The number of crops exceeding the average is, in the Lake Erie gfoup, 10 ; 
Lake Huron, 10 ; Georgian Bay, 5 ; West Midland, 9 ; Lake Ontario, 9 ; St. Lawrence 
and Ottawa, 3 ; East Midland, 5 ; Nocthern Districts, 5 ; and the province, 9. 



Ratios of Yields per Acre. — The per cent, ratios of the average yields per 
acre of the several crops in 1888 to the annual average of the seven years 1882-8 
shown in the following table by groups of counties {each group being compared to its 
own annual average) : 
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Of the fourteen crops named in the table, one-half failed to attain the average, 
Aough oats and peftse came within one per cent, of it. Hay showed the poorest resnita, 
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being only 66, ranging from 51 in Lake Ontario group to 84 in the Northern DiBtricts. 
The beat crop was potatoes, whose ratio reached 119, closely followed by com (116), 
which failed an average crop only in the Northern Districts. Next come spring wheat 
and beans, each at 112, then mangels and turnips, each at 107, while barley just reached 
the average. In the Lake Erie counties only two crops fell below the standard of the 
group, fall wheat and hay, while in the Northern Districts not a single crop reached the 
annual average there reconled. The best showing is made in the West Midland and Lake 
Ontario groups, in each of which ten crops attained the average. 



Yield per Acre. — The following table gives the yield per acre of each crop by 
groups of counties in 1888, and for the province for the seven years 1882-8, together with 
the annual average for the period : 
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The yield per acre is greater than in 1887 in every crop except hay, and the annual 
average is attained by spring wheat, barley, corn, beans, potatoes, mangels and turnips. 
In comparison with the yields of the seven years, corn holds first place ; spring wheat, 
beans and potatoes have been excelled by a single year ; pease, mangels and turnips come 
midway in the series, the averages of three years being above and three below that of 
1888, while hay has touched its lowest point. 
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vs. Americas Statbb. — A comparison of the average yield per acre 
Oatario and the principal grain-growing states of the American Union is 
he following table for the seven years 1882-8: 
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The averages for these states have been computed from totals of acreage 
IS given in the annual reports of the United States Department of Agricul- 

A glance will suffice to show that Ontario continues to hold its prestige as 
h the grain-growing states of our neighbors to the south and west. Fall wheat 
1888, although 3.1 bushels below the annual average of the prorince, was 1.5 
that of Kansas, which made the best record of any state. Michigan comes 


J 


H 










^^^M 




^^^ 






^^^ 


^^M 



54 



nearest to the annual average of this province, but is 4.1 bushels below. The best crop 
in spring wheat was in Wisconsin, being 11.5 bushels, or six bushels below that of Ontario. 
The annual average, however of Dakota for the seven years comes within 2.2 bushels of 
that of Ontario. Wisconsin is also Ontario's nearest rival in barley, but is 3.6 bushels 
below in 1888, and three bushels below in the annual averaga Illinois leads Ontario in 
oats in 1888 by a fraction of a bushel, and is the nearest approach to our annual average, 
but is 1.5 bushels below. Michigan and Ohio come next in order with yields of 2.2 and 
^.6 bushels respectively below that of Ontario in 1888, and 3.2 and 4.3 bushels respectively 
below Ontario's annual average. 



FEUIT AND FRUIT TREES. 



Vegetation was rather later than usual, but notwithstanding the trying weather of 
-early spring fruit trees came through with little or no damage from frost. On account of 
deep snow adverse reports might have been expected regarding the ravages of mice, but 
few complaints have been received. 

In their midsummer report correspondents stated that the drouth had left its effect 
upon orchard and garden. Early apples were small in size. The borer and codlin-moth 
put in an appearance, and some of the fruit was wormy. Mention was made of pear 
blight in some parts of Kent. Stone fruits were all light in yield. Only a few corres- 
pondents in Lincoln spoke cheerfully of the peach ; the majority of correspondents in the 
peach-growing counties regarded that fruit as a failure. Cherries and plums were reported 
as being rapidly destroyed by the black-knot, and where the plum escaped that enemy it 
was weakened by the curculio. In a few of the Lake Erie counties, however, a good 
yield of large cherries was reported. In the grape growing counties a magnificent yield 
was anticipated, but in Oxford and Brant the rose-bug attacked the vines as the grapes 
were budding, and wrought much injury. Other garden fruits were about an average, 
-except strawberries which were hurt by the drouth of last summer and fall. In the 
<;ounty of Grey, where the huckleberry is regarded as a standard fruit, the crop was light. 

The reports of the correspondents in the fall emphasised the statements made in 
the August report. A large yield of fall and winter apples was the rule, but the fruit 
was uneven in size and quality. In some sections the apples were described as clean and 
:free from worms, but from many points complaints came of small sized, wormy fruit and 
iieavy wind-falls. The codling-moth appeared in nearly every district, but owing to the 
large yield the injury done by this pest was not seriously felt. In fact so great was the 
yield in several of the western counties that branches were broken off by the weight of 
the fruit, and as it was impossible to find a market for fall apples thousands of bushels 
•of good fruit were fed to stock to prevent waste. Pears turned out welL Correspondents 
again dwelt upon the fact that the curculio and tl^e black-knot have all but exterminated 
the plum in many counties. The black- knot has been just as fatal in its assaults upon 
the cherry, and unless there is a more vigorous administration of the law regarding the 
treatment of this enemy there will be no end to the already monotonous complaints : 
" Plum trees nearly all gone," and ** Not many cherry trees left." The late peaches were 
poor in yield and quality, and the " yellows " appeared in places. G-rapes, as was predicted 
in August, were an immense yield, and the later small fruits were nearly an average. 

Owing to the rains of August and September there was a great growth of new wood 
in orchard and garden, and fears were expressed by some correspondents that this 
^unusually late growth might not be fully ripened by the time winter sets in. The area 



in orchard and garden is given in the following table for a, » 
the rate per 1.000 acres cleared : 
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In IS82 the statistics given were compiled from ret urns of farmers made to the Bureau 
direct. In the several yearB since the figures are taken from the asaeasors' rolls. It will 
■ be observed that there ia an uDbroken Bucceasion of decreases as shown by these retnrna 
year after year, but the decrease in 1888 from the previous year is very slight. With the 
large increase of interest taken in horticulture th^ past few yeara, tbeae figures do not 
«how a creditable record of progreMs. As, bowaver, the area is made up from small plots 
in the majority of cases, tbe omission of fractions would soon amount to numerous acres. 
Possible errors in the addition of rolls where theie has been no revision (for which there is 
no provisioQ in the Act) may be another factor in this apparent diminution. It, however, 
has been tbe practice of the Bureau to enquire fts to tbe accuracy of all apparent discrep- 
ancies. The decrease in 1888 can alone be accovmted for in the townships of Aiueliasburg 
and Grantham by assuming that errors have been made by the assessoi's. The combined 
area in orchard and garden in these townships tbe past few years has been returned at 
r 3,000 acres, or 60 per 1,000 cleared, while tbe rolls for 188S show but 1,811 acres, 
a reduction of about iO per cent. 




X, Maidatoiie, Ea=ex ; Vegetation hsB jart begun to makeiti appoaranca, althoujth 
ebow aB yet. The Bpriiig la about two weeks later tlian usnal. 

Ohaa. Chute, Malahide, Elgin : The seftaon ib backward. Apple trees look all right. Peacli trees are 
arff*. The crop of plums in tEi^ locality go to the curculio, and the red cherry trees are mobtly killed hy 
Uaok-kuot. The law U a dead letter, and the treea are ruined in most orchards. I have saved my own so 
far by prompt action in cutting out the affected limbs and burning them. 

V. Honsberger, South Cayu^, Haldimand : Vegetation of all kiuda is backward on account of cold, dry 
weather. The appearance of Imit trees is medium. Fea.ch and cherry blosBoms have been injured to a 
conHiderable extent by the cold of last winter. Apple trees have suffered but little from frost, but to some 
extent from the drouth of last summer. I find more dead limbs than nsual, which I think we can attribute 
to the }aok of moisture in the soil during laat anmmer and fall. 

Jesse Netf, jr., Warwick, Lambton ; There ii 
are suffering badly from bluck-kuot. Peach trees hi 
that only a small percenta^ of the fniitbudi 
■injured and — i-;JJi — 1~— •- ^^i^ 1:- 






'c bidding fai 



y 



Apple and pear 



o yield an ordjnary ci 
ing well. 
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ir-bearing, a 



..._ ^ . . very few plnms or cherries are now grown. The 

)t injured orchsrdr. 
Peter Reid, Kinloss. Bruce ; VeRetation is rather backward owing 
vailed for some time. .Fruit trees appear to be all tight. The budsr " 
stood the winter very well. 

Geo. Binnie, Glenelg, Grey: It has been an unusually cold and backward spring. Grasais just beginning 
to KTOW and forest trees to bud. There is nsithec blossom nor leaf yet on fruit trees, yet tbey are still alivf; 
and the winter dopi not appear to have affected them V)Q favorably. 



« 1 

re, _^^^J 



56 



Samuel H. Kerfoot, Tiny, Simcoe : Apple, plum and cherry trees appear healthy where looked after. 
Vo peaches are grown hera Judging by my own orchard of some 150 trees, fruit trees have wintered wslL 

William Wright, McGillivray, Middlesex : A good many apple trees are not in a healthy condition. 
No peaches are grown, and the plums are nearly all destroyed by black-knot. The cherries, I fear, are 
going to succumb to the same disease. As a rule the trees have stood the winter well. 

Nicholas Smith, Oxford W., Oxford : The season is backward and ihere has been very slow growth. 
Apples appear to be all right. There are very few peach trees in this county. Plum and cherry trees have 
been nearly all destroyed by black-knot. 

Ghas. Masson, Eramosa, Wellington : Apple trees stood the winter well. The plums, however, are not 
doing well, and the cherry trees are nearly all gone with black-knot. 

W. H. VanDuzer, Grimsby N., Lincoln : Apples, peaches and plums have a good appearance, and the 
two former make a good show of blossoms. Cherry trees are completely gone with black-knot, excepting^ 
a few sweet varieties. 

Thos. Syer, Manvers, Durham : Fruit trees have not been injured by the winter. Apple, plum and 
cherry trees show signs of a good yield of fruit, but cherry trees in many places have been neglected and 
are badly affected by black knot. 

Allen Pringle, Richmond, Lennox and Addington : Apple and plum trees appear fairly well, but cherry 
trees have been much affected by black-knot. The trees were not much injured oy winter. 

G. D. Dixon, Matilda, Dundas : Fruit trees look well, except the cherry. It is a rare thing to see a 
tree that is not poisoned with black-knot. The law is not enforced as it should be in this respect. 

FB^M THE AUGUST REPORT. 

Geo. M. Baird, Harwich, Kent : Apoles will be a fair crop. Peaches are not yielding heavily. Cherries 
were in abundance and of fine quality. Grapes are a heavy crop. The supply of fruit will more than meet 
home consumption. 

S. T. Pettit, Dorchester S., Elgin : The ai)ple crop is only medium ; it is prettv badly affected hy 
worms and a good many are falling. We have no plums or peaches, and nearly all the cherries are dead 
from black-knot. Grapes promise well and small fruits are fairly well. 

Robt. Watson, Windham, Norfolk : The apple crop is most abundant, and trees look healthy. There 
are few plum, peach or cherry trees in this part of the county. Grape vines are well loaded with fruit, and 
currants and gooseberries are very good. 

F. A. Nelles, Seneca, Haldimand : Apples promise fairly ; they will be better than last year. There 
are only a few plums and no peaches. Cherries have been aestro^ed by black-knot to a great extent, bat 
some growers have had a large supply. Grapes promise a large yield. There is not much grown in the line 
of small fruits. 

John A. Law, Stamford, Welland : Apples and plums are an average crop, peaches are ixx)r, bat 
cherries are in abundance. Grapes promise to be a fine crop, and so do all small fruits, although straw- 
berries were a partial failure. 

Wm. S. Howell, Sombra, Lambton : Owing to the extreme drouth last year but few blossoms were 
formed, and at blossoming time this spring the weather was inclement. So there will be a light crop of 
apples and plums and no peaches. The yield of cherries was not quite up to the avera^. Grapes are 
doing well — beyond expectations. Currants and gooseberries were a fair crop, but raspberries, blackberries 
and strawberries were rather too light to meet home consumption. 

Frank Morley, Usbome, Huron : Apples, plums and cherries blossomed well. Apples are a good crop. 
but are badly affected by the worm. Plums are scarce. Cherries were also a thin crop, and most of the 
trees have gone with the black-knot. Small fruits turned out extraordinarily welL 

W. G. Ritchie, Greenock, Bruce : Apples promise an abundant crop. The black-knot has killed off 
most of the plum trees. There are plenty of currants and raspberries but strawberries are a failure. 

Thos. Abercrombie, Euphrasia, Grey ; Apples will be plentiful enough for home use and a good many 
to ship. Plums are not plentiful, but what there are are good. Cherries have done well, and grapes pro- 
mise to be first-class where they have been properly attended to. Small fruits have done middling, although 
the dry weather injured everything. 

George Sneath, Vespra, Simcoe : There is a good crop of apples. The curculio has destro^ei the plum 
crop, and our cherry trees are nearly all destroyed by the black-knot. The law in the case is never en- 
forced. You may see trees in the farmers' gardens and orchards covered with it, and wild cherry trees on 
the road-side in the same state, no one interfering. Grapes promise well, but other small fruits have yielded 
a slim crop through the dry weather. The fruit crop will more than supply the local demand. 

James A. Glen, Westminster, Middlesex : Early apples are plentiful and good, but winter apples are 
only a medium crop although the quality is good. Plums are scarce. The trees are young, as the old ones 
were killed off by black-knot. There are no peaches. Cherries were very good. If people cut out the 
black-knot and burn it they would save their trees ; I have not lost one. Currants and berries have done 
well. 

Alex. McFarlane, Norwich S., Oxford : Apples are in plenty and of fine sample. Plums, peaches and 
cherries are a scarcity from black-knot and cold winters. Grapes were killed in the blow by a raid of rose 
bugs that seemed to take them off all at once, so that fruit will be light in yield. Currants were light. 
Berries were hardly up to the average in quantity but were excellent in quality. 

Thos. A. Good, Brantford, Brant : Apples are better than for several years. There are very few plums^ 
as they have been hurt by insects, and there are no peaches. There are hardly any cherries, as most of the 
trees are dead. Grapes promise well, but currants and strawberries are a light crop. Raspberries are very 
fair. 



,_^ __j». Ma([uire, Wallace, Perth : Apples promige to be a full crop. There are no pliima or peachef 
-•uerrieB have dooe very well. althoueU the blaak-knot showed to a great extent. Only a few of the hardi 
eat kinds at grape; will show here, small fruits were only a mediam crap owing to tbe rain. 

George CiiahinK, Arthur, Wellington : Apples are lieavily laden. Plums will be Bcsrce ; bl.ick-knot i 
a great trouble. CheTries were email this year and yielded fairly, bat lots of black-knot. Not many grape 
grown. Curiants and gooseberriea were good, but CBBpterries rather scarce. 

Benj. Devltt, Waterloo, Waterloo : Apples appear to be a fair average crop. 
Plunia are not so plentiful, as they were injured greatly by curculio. Cherries an 
black-knot. Graptw are looking well and small tniita generally have done fairly. 

Wm. M. Eiernan, Mulmur. Dulferin : Apples are a, fair crop, though small through drouth, and the 
codlin moth hurt them much. It is an off year for plums, and they are a poor crop. Cherries are an ex- 
cellent onip, especially the early Kent. There will be naany apples for e<port. 



r. Pettit, Grimsby N., Lincoln : Applea will be a good crop — nice, clean and smooth. Plums will 

I a light crop. Peaches and cherries are light. '^ ' " " ' 

rnad out well, with the exception of strawberriei 



be a light crop. Peaches and cherries are light. Grapes are extra good and small fruits generally have 



E. D. Smith, Saltfleet, Wentworth ; Applea ace a very heavy crop and fine and smooth in quality. 
Plums ace only a medium ccop, and peaches and cherciee are vecy light. Grapea are a fair crop. 

F. J. Sleightholm, Toronto Gore, Feel ; Apples are a good average crop, although the codlin moth is 
on hand as usual. Plums are not so heavy a yield as last year. Blaok^not has settled the cherries. Gcapse 
are large, well devi-loped and abundant. All small fruits have yielded plentifully and are of excellent 
quality. 

A. Forster, Markhani, York : Applea are fully up to the average in both qnality and quantity. Plums 
are scarce and there are very few cherries. Grapes make a good abaw. Gooseberries were plentiful, but 
currants and other berries were scarce on account of the drouth. 

K. S. Webster, Scott, Ontario ; The prospect is good for winter varieties of apples. Black-knot has 
ruined nearly all the plnm trees, as only a few of the ^d hardy varieties are left. There was a fair crop of 
cherries, but the trees have been badly injured by block-knot. Grapes, currants and gooseberries are a 
fair crop, hut are grown here only for local trade. 

Walter Rid dell, Hamilton, Northumberland; Api 
There will be a good crop of peara but few plums. Cherries ^ „ - 

destroyed by hlack-knot. Small tcnila are an average crop. 

G. N. Rose, Marysbutg S., Prince Edward : I think the apple crop will be very nearly as good as last 
year. Plums are scarce and so are peaches and cherriea. Grapes will give a prodigious yield. Currants 
and berries are a fair crop. 

and GronvUle : Apples ore likely to be a poor crop. The trees blos- 
1 consequence. There are very few plums. Small fruits are good. 

A. Harkness, Matilda, Dnndas ; Apples promise well, though late. Fluma are fair, but black-knot haa 
mined the cherry trees. Grapes are abundant where grown. Other small fruits are about an average ex- 
cept raapberries, which were acarce. 

Tbos. McDonell, Oharlottenburg, Glengarry : Apples are a bountiful crop, and so are cherriea, but 
plums are nut so good. Small fruits generally are a good crop. 

RobL Thistlethwaite, Hawkesbury W., Prescott : Small fruits turned cut well where properly cared 
for. Apples will be a fair average, but there are very few plums. There is a good prospect foi grapes. 

H. A. Scbulti, Sebastopol, Renfrew : Applea will be a big crop this year, but plums ore not so good a 
crop as last season. Currants have done Fairly well. Strawberries, on account of the cold spHng- westher, 
were not much. Raspberries, strange as it may appear, were very plentiful, even though the season was 

J. K. Dai'ling, Ramsay, Lanark ; There are not many fruit trees in thisaeotion. Grapes look well and 
promise a good crop, but strawberries have been almost a tntal failure. Currants and gooseberries were a 
giood crop where well cared for, and sold at good prices. The supply of fruit generally is short here. 

T. Beoll, Lindsay, Victoria : Apples are above the average in yield, especially winter sorts, but plums 
are l>elow an avera^. Cherries are but little grown here, Grapea give pco-nise of being the best crop over 
grown in this vicinity. Strawberries are a total failure. Raspberries — red and white— half a crop ; black 
wotild have been above the average hut for the drouth. Berries are not much more than half thetr propes 

... .it enough are left 

for home couEsumpttun. Pluma have nearly all fallen, (bough well loaded at first. The black-knot bos 
killed all the cherry trees. There will be a fair yield of grapea, but other amall fruits are short, 

James Kay, Stephenson, Muskoka : Apples are good on the few trees that are in this part of the 
oonntry. Plum bloasonw were injured by frost in May. Grapea are tew but good. Other small fruits are 
below tlie average. 

James R. Brown, Colchester S., Essex : The condition of fruit trees is much better this year than 
last. There was considerable jnjnry by insect pests, but none by storms, blight or frost. The supply of 
fmit generally bos been sufficient, and the quality is superior to last year. 

W. McKenzie Ross, Harwich, Kent : Fruit trees are going into winter quarters in very good condition. 

blight was not so bad after all. Apples are not of the best quality ; they are spotted and badly 

.... „...u.._. : plus of this fruit. 
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Ed. Heal, Yarmouth, Elgin : Fniit trees are to all appearance good and healthy. Plums are almest 
extinct and cherry trees are growing less yearly with the black-knot. A few peach trees are reported dead 
from the dryness of 1887. The ^ape crop was very good. Apples are a fair crop but somewhat wormy. 
Pears are a large yield and no disease is reported. 

6. W. Newman, Walsin^ham, Norfolk : Many apple trees are n>adually dying. The black-knot is 
very prevalent among pliuns and cherries, and some pear trees have suffered from blight. There has been 
a great surplus of apples. 

Isaac Oyerholt, Cavuga S., Haldimand : Apples were considerably injured by the codlin moth, and 
plums were injured to about the same extent by curculio. With the exception of wormy apples the quality 
of fruit was good. There was a surplus of apples, pears and cherries. 

John A. Law, Stamford, Welland : The condition of fruit trees is good. There was very little loss 
by insects or blight. All fruits were in abundance with the exception of strawberries, and the quality 
was good. There was a surplus of apples alone of over 0,000 or 7,000 barrels in this township. 

Robert Rae, Bosanquet, Lambton : Fruit trees were damaged by an early fall of snow which broke 
off many loaded branches. The supi)ly of apples is large, but other fruits are under the average in yield. 
It was rather dry for fruit generally in the growing season. 

John Burgess, Turnberry, Huron : Apple trees were broken down in many places by the load of fruit. 
Plums are nearly all dead from black-knot and other causes. A good many apples are wormy. There is a 
surplus of apples, and many will be shipped or fed to cattle. 

Jacob Seegmiller, Brant, Bruce : Trees are in good condition, and there were less insects than usual. 
We never had so large a crop of apples. There are far too many fiJl apples grown, and thousands of 
bushels will be fed to cattle, or made into cider. Other fruits were sufficient for home consumption. 

' John Booth, Normanby, Grey : The plum is gone, and the pear was a very small crop, but the apples 
yield well. They are the greatest crop I ever saw and of good quality, but there is no market. They are 
selling at 15 cents a bag, where a bag can be sold. Thousands of bushels are going to waste. 

Peter Stewart, Williams W., Middlesex : A great many apple trees were destroyed by snow falling 
and being allowed to remain on leaves and branches. Some orchards were almost ruined from this cause. 
Otherwise the trees are in good condition. There is a surplus of apples and a great many are being 
shipped, but other fruits are scarce. 

D. R. Calder, Nissouri E., Oxford : Apple trees are in good condition, and have given the largest 
yield in years. Cherry trees are nearly all dead with black-knot. Apples are so plentiful that thousands 
of barrels are fed to cattle and pigs, and thousands more are packed for export. 

Archibald Pawson, Oakland, Brant : Fruit trees have been weakened by drouth, and the black-knot 
is finishing the cherries and plums. Plums have albo been badly injured by curculio. There has been a 
surplus of apples, pears, currants and raspberries. 

Wm. Courtice, Fullarton, Perth : Fruit trees have been injured very much by storms of \vind— apple 
trees especially, as they were heavily loaded with fruit. This fall we had a snow storm before the apples 
were picked, and owing to the weight of the snow and fruit large limbs were broken and in some cases trees 
were destroyed. There will be a large surplus of apples, but they will be rather small as they were so 
thick. 

Duncan McFarlane, Puslinch, Wellington : There are a number of fruit trees dying. The black-knot 
on plum and cherry trees and the borer on apple trees have been doing much damage. The surplus of 
apples is very large and the quality is good. 

W. C. Smith, Wilmot, Waterloo : The yield of apples this year is the best we have had in many 
years. They are rather small, but are free from worms. Probably about 3,000 bushels have been packed 
for the EngUshand Manitoba markets. Large quantities of apples have been fed to the cows and pigs 
owing to their abundance. 

Wm. Dynes, Mono, Dufferin : Fruit trees are looking fine. A good deal of damage has been done to 
fruit by insects. Apples are p-n excellent crop, but are so cheap that they are not worth taking to market. 

A. H. Pettit, Grimsby N., Lincoln : Fruit trees are in good condition. Probably one- third of the 
apple crop will be considered second class, being stung by the codlin moth. There was a surplus of fruit, 
and the quality of all was good with the exception of peaches. 

Robt. Inksetter, Beverly, Wentworth : Apple and pear trees are all right, only a good many broke 
down under the weight of fruit. The plum trees are nearly all dead. I think they exhausted themselves 
last year. A great many apples have been bored by the codlin moth. The supply is far more than the 
demand, and we will have to feed them to the cattle and pips. The quality of fruit -generally is very 
good, and there will be a surplus of apples and pears. 

John Marshall, Nassagaweya, Halton : The c«)ndition of apple trees is healthy^ and the yield is more 
than an average. Plums are a total failure. The quality of fruit has been good this year. 

John Sinclair, Chinguacousy, Peel : The drouth has slightly injured fruit trees, and apples have 
been injured by the worm. There is plenty of fruit for home consumption and a surplus of apples. 

D. James, Markham, York: The borer is making inroads in some apple orchards, and the blight on 
pear trees is serious in some localities. The quality of fruit is very good. There was a surplus of apples, 
pears, currants and raspberries. 

W. A. Peters, Hope, Durham : Trees are in good condition. Apples are a little wormy, but we have 
had no wind storms to blow them off this year. There will be a surplus of apples and pears, and the 
quality is good. 

John Williams, Hamilton, Northumberland : Cherries are still badlv affected by the black-knot- 
Plums are also slightly injured by the same, and the curculio has also done aamage. Both these fruits are 
scarce. There is a surplus of apples and plums. 



A. J. File, Ametinaburp, Princa Edward ; Fruit trees have made a good, healthy growth. There 
vine a, deficiency oF BCiall fmitn, bat the quality was good. Applee are on unusually heavy crop, eo much 
eo that burels cannot be prepared in sufficient numbers in which tu pack thein. There is a very large 

Allen PriDKle, Bicliuiond, Lennox and Addinifton : Fruit trees generally are in good condition. The 
black-knot in cherry, curcalio in plum and borer in apple treeii did some damage. The codlin moth dIbd 
injured the apple. The qooliCy of fruit ie fair. 'There will be a eurplua of apples only. 

R. J. Dunlop. Pittsburg, Frontonoc : Fruit trees are nenerally in good condition. Insect ptiets have 
done cooniderable damage, especially the codlin moth to the apple crop. The pears have been alfected by 
blight. There will be plenty of fruit for home aonaumption, but the [juality in only middling. 

G. D. Diion, Matilda, Dundas ; A number of trees were damaged by a hail storm whichpaaaed over 
this BBCtinn early in the season, and many o£ the apples were injured from the same cause. There will be 
a surplus of apples. 

G. E. Shaver, Dsnabruclc, Stormont : A good many appie trees were blown down by a storm. Apples 
and grapen are more than sufficient for local oonsumption, and they are of splendid quality. 

Harrison Cross, Hawkesbury W., PrescQtt ; Plum trees have been injured to some extent by black- 
knaC. Apples are an abundant crop here. There is a large BUrplus, but no mij-ket. 

iTofan Scott, Goulboum, Carleton : It was a hard summer on fruit trees on account of the drouth and 
Btorms. A(iples aro chietly raised and did fairly well after the rain came in August. There has bieen 
about sufficient fm\t raised for local consumption. 

Thos. Bmill, Lindsay, Victuria : Fruit trees of all kinds are in an excellent condition, with th^ 
exception of the anprecedented spread of the oystershell bark-louse. Tlie loss by this pest has been 
insiginficBnt this year, but uuIasB the proper remedy is viBorously applied next summer apple trees in this 
loeaJity will be seriously injured. The loss by codlin moth has been less than in previous years. Summer 
apples were a very light Crop, but those of autumn and winter varieties were unusually good. Pears have 
been a better crop and of better quality than were ever pruduced here before. The grajw crop was injured 
by cold nights and changeable weather during August and September ; many failed to riptn before the 
frost set in. 

J. M. Drummond, Otonabee, Peterborough : The borer seems to be killing oB a great many apple 
trees, and even maples six inches through have been killed. The black-knot is playing havoc with the 
, cherty treps. There is a surplus of apples. 

Anson Latta, Thuclow, Hastings ; Fruit trees have withstood the trying ordeal of drouth and are 
looking well. A small percentage have been uprtxited, and others have had limbs broken off by heavy 
winds. The fruit supply is anffloient for home use and to spare. The applES are a, little nnder-sizHl yet 
sound and good. Apples and pears are most abundant. 

Jt>hn I-lollii^wortb, Watt, Muskoka : Trees are in a thrifty and satisfactory condition. A few were 
injured by a storm'in June. Apples and grapes, which are the only fruits cultivated here, were of good 
quality and lair in quantity. Wu have no surplus fruit. Our huckleberry and strawberrj' crop'i this year 



FALL PLOWING. 



Plowing was not as far adyanced as uaual when correspondents forwarded their 
reports for the November bulletin. This was owing chiefly to the late harvest, and the 
anxiety in some quarters to get the grain threshed and so be ready for any movement 
in the market. In some of the western counties the packing of apples, husking of corn 
and the attention to roots also proved pressing, while the showery weather which pre- 
vailed in October made plowing almost impossible for weeks together in portions of 
Dnndas, Stormont and Glengarry. In a. few of the Lake Ontario counties and in the 
West Midland group the work was well advanced, but taking the province over fall 
plowing was fully a week later than usual. In the eastern half of the province the 
area plowed was reported as much greater than usual, as many old meadows were plowed 
up on account of the failure of hay and clover during the past two or three years. 



T. F. Kane, Maidstone, Essex ; Very little plowing haa been done yet. The care of com in this jjart 
prevents much plowing being done in the early part of the fall. 

F. B. Stewart, Raleigh, Kant ; We have only just got fairly started, but plowing is easy now. 
Samuel Maccoll, Dunwich, Elgin : Flowing for spring crops is being well pushed, so tliat another week 
I of favorable weather will about complete it. 

W. W. Wells, Woodhouse, Norfolk ; Plowing is progressing slowly, the ground being so very wet. 
F. A. Nelle^, Seneoa, Haldimand : Plowing is about half done. There has been so much rain that 
atubbled ground cannot be plowed. Sod on high laud plows well, but it is mostly stubble land to be 
plowed. 

I). Schooley, Bertie, Welland : Plowing is very backward on account of tuo nmcli rain. 



i 



Silas Mills, Samia, Lambton ; Conaiderftble plowing has been done, and mnoh more will be turBiHl as 
the fanoeTg Teali:!e Che importance of the work with regard to the next aeaeon'B crop. The land ia in 
' ir plowing than it has been for E ^ 



iBidarahle plowing huB 



batter order 

John Anderaon, Wawanos 
plowed next spring n« the tliistles are very bad her 

John Craip:, Amabel, Bruce: Quite a lot of plowing ban been done, as the weather baa been favorable. 

Malcolm Cameron, Bentiuok, Grey ; Plowing niay be considered backward. There it a great deal to 
do yet, as the wet and bniken weather has retarded the work greatly. 

ThoB. Porter, Nottftwaaagft, Simcoe ; The wet weather has delayed plowing greatly, especially on heavy 
land ;' atill there is a good detl done. 

> James A. Glen, WeBtminater, nviiddteaex : !FalI plowing is very backward, as there is a great Bi 
of com husking, root and apple gatherin;, as well as limdering weather. 

S. C. Tuttle, Oxford E.. Oxford: There has not been aa much plowing done as usual at (his set 
the year on account of the unsettled weather. ^ 

A. Freeman, Butford, Brant : Fall plowing' is very backward owing to rainy weather, which haa 
prevailed nearly eiery day tor a month. 

Douglas Martin, Downie, Perth : Most of the stubble land has been plowed. Root land and sod is to 
he plowed yet. 

John Kea, Eramosa, Wellington : Plowing is well advanced, and some are going over it the second 



,s nearly every fazmer 
t very much plowing done as yet. 



W. C. Smith, Wtlmot, Waterloo : Not halt ■of the plowing has been done yet, i 
has been threshing and marketing his grain in preference to turning the sc"' 

H- H. Pearson, Mulmiu, Dufferin : The facmera her 
they have been threshing and teaming their grain. 

W. H. VauDuzer, Grimsby N., Lincoln : As the harvest was late and there was plenty of potatoes, 
apples, com, etc., Co look after, plowing has been put back, but farmers are now getting a good start. 

E. D. Smith, Saltfleet, Wentworth : Not a. great deal has been done, as people have been busy 
gathering apples, grapes, corn, roots, etc. 

Wm. K. W. Fisher, Nelson, Halton ; HanOy as far on as usual at this date, but farmers ace all at it. 

John Sinolair, Chingaacouay, Peel : Fall plowing is progressing rapidly, and in a tew more days it 
will be completed, 

Angus E^u, Georgina, Yurk' Considerable plowing has been done but there is much to do yet. On 
account of wUd oats, eto., farmers must use the gang-plow more, and this method keeps plowing late. 

Joseph Kcket, Uibridge, Ontario : The plowing is not as far advanced aa at this time laat year. 

ThoB. Syer. Manvers, Durham : Fall plowing is well ahead. Most people now try to plow the greatei 
pact ot their tilleil land twice over fur wheat, barley and oats. 

ThoB. Dndd^ Monaghan S., Northumberland : Flowing is nearly all done. I never saw so much 
done before at this time of year. 

H. Welbanks, Ameliasburg, Prince Edward: Formers ore nearly through with fall plowing.. 
Another week will finish the most of this work. > 

C. K. Allison, Fredericksburg 3., Lennox and Addington : A larger breadth than uaual haa beaik 



this falL Tiie land worked iii 
A. Knight, Kingston, Fronton 



It of plowing ha'i been done thia bdL 



.John Taylor, Oanabruck, Stormont : There is little plowed except aod on high land. Some fields an 
flooded that cattle sink six or eight inches as they work and no plowing can be done. 

D. B. McMillan, Lochia!, Glengarry : Very little plowing ia being done, as the ground it soaked i 



ith 



Joseph Kyle, Uawkesbi 
the land is very wet. Some 

Henry Atmatrong, Clai 
foil work. 

James Wallace, Gower N., Carleton : 
fitting up a good deal for spring seeding. 

Gtiarles Rosa, Bromley, Renfrew : A 
in this section. 



E., Prescott: There will be a grei 
ijan to plow immediately after hori 
:e, Russell: Farmers are well ad' 



sxtent plowed this fall, except where 
load with fall plowing and all kinds of 
soil is in good condition for plowing and the farmen u 
I area of fall plowing has been dona— more than ever befoif 
id quantity of fall work haa been done, but the rain 



^. . , Lanark 

hindered it - =- - - 

Feed. Train, Somerville, Victoria : A good deal of plowing has been done, and all ar 
Wm. GoJim, Mucaulay, .Mu^koka : There boa been the largestamouiit of plowing 






TTN DER-DRAINING. 

Under-drainage is ateaJily gaining in favor as its advantages beoome known, yet this 
department of farm improvement acarceJy made average progress throughout the province 
during the season, owing to the succeaBton of dry summers and the consequent light crops 
and lack of funds. The soil being in moat cases hard and lumpy, many were deterred 
from undertaking a work which would require a large outlay at the time, yet the drouth 
enabled some to lay drains in the swampy portions of their farms where otherwise they 
could not huvii carried on the improvement. Tile, which is generally used, has not yet 
supplanted lumber and stone in some north-western and eastern oonntiea. The supply of 
tile, on account of the limited demand, has always been reported sufficient.and no complaints 
are made as to its quality. Skilled labor seems to have been adequate with very few excep- 
tions ; in fact the scarcity seems rather of work than of workmen. Tile-draining machines 
are not yet in general use, and some report that they have not proved very profitable. 



Arthur .1. Aruet, Gosfield, Esaex ; Very little Iihh been done this year in undar-draiuing-. The supply 
of tilu is quite auiScieot, oe WM the supply of skilled labor. Tile-^caining niacliititx are in use iti this 
neighborhood. 

Ilobt. WLlkie, H.krwioh, Kent ; Under-drainage ia progreaginB- here. Moat of the fRcmers are doing ft 
little BH they cati afford it. Tile ia plentiful, but nut che&p. Skilled ditchera ace acai'ce. 

Sheldon Ward, Malnhide, Elgin : There haa not been an much tile-draining duus thia seauon as lact. 
There ia plenty of tile and to apare and no lack of skilled labor. No maJdiiuBB are need, 

John A. Law, Stamford, Welland : Very little undec-draininB has been done thia aeaaon. There ia 
only one tile-draining machine in this section that I know of, aud that haa been uted but very little dnce it 
WHS purchased. 

James Lovell, Brooke, Lambton ; Under-draining ia workinjr a revolatioo in farming aniund here. 
Large quantitiea of tile are being put in every year. Farmers generally are in favor of that kind of drain- 
age. HS there ia plenty of tile at reaaonable prices. Work ia chiefly done by hand. 

George Baird, ar., Stanley, Huron; A aonaiderablB amount of under-draining haa been dons. Lnmber 
is chiefly used. Tile can be got in the adjoining township. There are aome tile-draining machinea in thitf 
section, but there u»e is very liuited on account of stony bottomu. 

Hugh Murray, Bruce, Bruce : More or leas under-draining ia being done every year, but nowhere on a 
large acale ; a good many are etiU using Inmber as tile is not pIsntiFul. There are two or three draining 
maohinea in uae with very satisfactory reaults. 

Alex. Maojjheraon, Proton, Grey : Very little under-draining baa been done, and wood and etonea are 
jnoBlly oaed ad no tile can be procured within a reasonable diatance. 

Win. Black, Westminster, Middlesei : There has not been aa much under-draioage done this year aa 
nauaL There is plenty of tile and sufficiency of skilled labor. Teere are a few tile-draining machines in 
this pan, but the drains ace mostly made by hand labor. 

John F. Tribe, Dereham, Oxford : A good deal of under- draining has been done during the past year. 
The supply of tile was equal to the demand. Skilled laborers for this work are scarce and wages high. 
Tile-d»inage machines are not much uaed as they have not proved satiafactury. 

Robt. Beatty, Blanshatd, ' Perth ; There has been a good deal of attention given to draining of lata 
jeais, and the work has been going on about aa uaual this year. No tile-drsining machines are used. 

Chriatian T. firoh, Waterloo, Waterloo ; Farmers are taking advantage of the township grant for tiling, 
and more has been dona this year than in the last three years together. There are no tiling machines in 
this section, 

Ertand Lee, SaltBeet, Wentwocth : Under-draining aeems to be done by fruit grnwera only in this 
township. There ia plenty of tile and labor. People seem to favor the sub-soil plow to dig drains with, 

D. E. Nighawander, Markham, York ; Very little under-draining was done as the ground wa» dry and 
hard. Tile can be easily obtained. Machines are not uaadto any Co naiderable extent. The work ia mostly 
done by skilled ditchers, 

I Louis F. Hubbs, Hillier, Prince Edward : A ^od deal of under-draining haa been done this aununer. 

I We cannot get any tile at all ; atone is almoat entirely used here. * 

E. J. Dunlop, Pittsbui^f, Frontenac ; Tile draining is not very extensively used in thia township. 

I "Under-draining i» generally done with stones aa there la an abundance of that material on almost every ' 

I fann. The supply of labor was generally sufficient. There areno tile machines in thia district. 

Alex. FMlinger, Williamabnrg, Dundaa ; There ia not much tile draining ; surface draining receivea 
.jjl the attention. The Ditchea and Watercourses Act of 18S?, was juBtwhattarmerB wanted forthis seotion 
I -riOle country. ■ 




.■B has not been much under-draining done here jret. Wliat 
b plaok, as tilea.are not yet in use liere. 
A. good deal of under-draininx has been done of late, but i: 
' ' '" re are no drainini; miuihined around here, 
rough : Farmera ure beftinning to drain eibenHively . C 
be expett at making diaine and laying tile. 



THRESHING AND MARKETING. 

At the time correspondents forwarded their reports (Oct. 37) threahing was well 
advanced generally, and in some localities it was nearly completed. lu a few eastern 
ooanties some gave preference to plnwing and other fall work, but more were influenciid 
by the jiae in the price of grain, and operationa in threshing and marketing were very 
active in those groups where wheat and barley were moat lai'gely grown. Barley moved 
more freely than wheat, as the upward tendency of the price of the latter induced many 
to hold for an advance. Pease and oats were not mm-keted largely, as they were kept for 
leeding purposes to a greater extent than usual owing to the failure of the fodder crops, 
but in those localities contiguous to lumber camps oats were aold early. The rain delayed 
operations to some extent in a few of the river counties, as it was very necessary to save 
the straw owing to the ahoitage of hay. In some diatricta bad roads, and in others fall 
plowing where the weather was fine, have retarded the marketing of products. 



a pretty well all dun 



Israel DeBJardins, Tilbur 
murket at present. 

John Bishop, Orfurd, Kent : Threahiug is uearly done and the beet hall uf the wheat has been euld, 
There is very little barley in the naigbliorhood. Beaoa are mostly sold but pease snd oats are held for fewJing 
and for a rise in price. 

and is being marketed quite lively. I 
stent, except peaae, which were picked 
up ae Hiuu as threshed. 

John McLean, Wuudhouse, Norfolk: Thatbtenhingof grain is pretty nearly done, but owing to the wet 
fall retarding farm work the bulk of it has not been marketed yet. 

Rubt. Jepaon, Wal(Kile, Haldimand : Most vf the farmers have their threshing done and hare been bosy 
hauling the grain to market, but the wet weather has delayed progress somewhat. 

W. E. Morrison, Brooke, Lanibtan : Wheat is mostly threiiht'd and is being aold rapidly on account of 
good prices. Barley and other grains are mostly all cbreshud, but very little has been marketed. 

. John McMillan, Hullett, Huron : Threshing is nearly all finished. A small quantity of wheat hasbeen 
marketed. Barley and oats are marketed about as usual, and have been going into market very freely 
daring the past tew days. 

W. G, Ritchie. Greenock, Bruce : Threshing is nearly all done, but not much has been marketed yet, 
aa farmen are holding for advanced prices. 

John MaCollum, Bentinck, Grey ; Tbreshing is pretty well finished. Considerable wheat and barley 
has been sold. Oats and pease will chiefly be consumed at home owing to the shortness of fodder. 

Wm. Sutherland, Gwillimbury W., Simco* : Threshing of grain ia about completed in this section, and 
much of it was done earlier in the season tban in former years on aooount of the rise in wheat and. barley. 
A good deal of barley has been teamed, but formers are more inclined to hold on to their wheat. 

Wro. Watcher, Dorchester N., Middlesex; Threshing is about done. Not much grain is marketed yet 
as farmers are busy with their fall work and have an idea that wheat will be higher. Barley and oats are 
what the farmers arc raising money on just now. 

James, Malcolm, Zorra E., Oxford: Threshing is nearly done. A good deal of wheat has been sold, 
bnttheWley market is just opening. Very little of either oats or pease lias been sold; they will be kept 
for feeding cattle and feogs on the farm. 

D. MoCormick, Brantford, Braat : Threshing in nearly over, and wheat is nearly all marketed. About 
two-thirds of the othar grains will be needed for feed on account of the scarcity of hay and straw. 

TboB. Steele, Downie, Perth : Nearly everything is threshed, but not much wheat has been aold yet as 



Inspecting higliar prices. A good deal of barley has been sold. 



commenced. Barley is the onljr grain which has been largely sold a 



JoDBthnn Yarcoe, Amaranth, Duffann : Very little whtrst h&R been sold ue there is not much t 
Wheat is out dow our Mt&pli^ A Kood deal of barley has been Bcild, also a few iiMh oud peiae. 

W. 3. VanDuier, Grimsby N., Lincoln ; ThreBhingr is naarly completad. Thm 
very light, althouah jDont of it was sold when it reached tl a bushel. 
at date (Oct. I'J), 

Erland Lee, Saltfleet, Wentworth ; Threahing is nearly completed. Farinerg ate mBrketintj iiease and 
barley very rapidly, 

Daniel McLaren, N'elhon, Halton : Threching iH TeiT nearly done. As for wheat there in very little to 
U. Some barley haa been sold, bnt there ia atilla K<N)d deal in the handa of the farmers. 

JaJnea H. Newlove, Albion, Peel : Threahing ia about finiahed. Only a small mnount of wheat has bean . 
L marketed as yet, but there ia not much to aell. Barley ia probably about holt marketed. There is very 

„3_Evana, jr., Georffiba, Vork ; More threahing and marketing baa heen done this year than 
Owing to the high priqo of wheat more than half the wheat remaina in farmer's hands yet, but the 
' the barley haa been marketed, 
bt. H, Shipman, Brock, Ontario : Threahin^ will be finiahed earlier than usual, but uiiirketing ia 
■low. Formers are looking for an advance in prices. 
Thoa. Syer, Manrera, Durham ; Threshing it about completed. The machinea did not appear to have 
much to do this year aa usual. Considerable barley haa been p^it on the market, but there is not much 
.BioTing at present. 

George Kennedy, jr., Haldimand, Northumberland ; Threshing ia about through, but little wheat is 

ketyet. Bariey is moving freely. 

Robt. Davison, Maryaburg N., Prince Edward : Threahing is doni-, but there ia very little wheat 
muketed— iu fact, there is only a little for sale. Barley and the other grains are juot b^inning to move. 

C. R. Allison, Frederiofcabur^S.. Lennos and Addington: Threshing is about finiahed. Barley has 
wit b^an to move yet, though it ia later than we generally ship. 

Robt. Anglin, Pittsburg, Frontenac : All graiaa are threahed, but very little is marketed, as farmers 
are not Inclined to accept the pricea offered. 

Jajnea Moulton, Leeds and I/aosdowne Rear, Leeds and Grenville ; A large amount of wheat haa been 
threshed, but not much sold. Good progreas haa been mode in threshing and marketing barley. Very 
little other grain has been sold. 

IAlei. Farlinger, Williamaburg, Dundas : The fall has bien too wet for general threahing. Farmera 
muit to save the bttaw for feed and bedding. 

G, E. Shaver, Osnabruck, Stormont : Very little wheat 
-^antity of oats has been threshed and marketed. 

Joseph Kyle, Hawkflibury E,, Prescott : There has been very little grain threahed in thia locality, 
owing in part to the state of the rDada.which are almost impassable, and partly to farmers being late getting 
In tlieir root crops. 

T. M. Robertson, Ne|«an, Carleton : Threahing la about over, but owing to the hurry of fall work and 
iMd roads not much marketing has been done as yet. Some barley hoe been sold for eiport at railway 

Wm. Fateraon. Ramsay, Lanark : The threshing ia pretty well over, and wheat is beginning to find its 
-way to market. There will be no other grain to market in this section. 

' John A- Jackson, Eldon, Victoria : A considerable quantity of wheat haa been threshed and niarkated. 

^t a larger proportion of lutrley has been disposed of. Uace and pease are still mostly uuthreshed. 

Wm. Amutrong, Otonabee, Peterborough : Some have thrashed and are selling wheat and barley ; hi 
fn our neighborhood we do not do much in that line until winter, aa it would interfere with the fall plot 

lag. We would rather take a less price ana sell in wii 

J. C. Hanley, Tyendinaga, Hastings ; Wheat ii lall threshed, but there is very little tor sale. Barley 
le only grain for aale, and very little ia sold. 



r llarley has been threshed, but a large- 



it the only grain 



The following 

nery, Mersea, Esaei : I 
on hedgea for fencing, a 



GENERAL REMARKS. 

taken from the general remarks of correspondt-iits : 



Robert Manei 
aorresponde 

Orange the 



ley I 



Jk do to sow seed in the fall 

Jasper Golden, GoaGeld S., Essex : An 

ited 



aion largely t>revailH amongal 

make pork and beef, aa well as being a cro^ from whi 

, derived. It la a very eofe crop, and the fodder is excellent fi 

tbit looalily Uii( year Is I»rga horaea. 




lis aprinK, and onr toiruIii|i 
^, no BH to kujal farmen U 
;s off principal and inUmt 



i. T. Potiit. Dorchester S., Elpn ; The Ibanlu of the pttopla »i« i 
thu interest mBiiifestedi n the prHwrvstJOD of theclumpa, here and thei 
fanns. It is a suicidal policy to denude the ountry of tier natural fnn 

Joseph Marundale, Oneida, Haldimand : A number of fanners in 
able blast forgva to do their own blaclumi thing. 1 think it will pay, as a ttrvai 
to the blackamitb ohup with small jobt, and fannera are brginmng to leun tlii 

Silai Mill*, Satnia, Lambton : Cuneiderable tile draining has been done I 
council are about passing a by-law to take advanta(t* of the Tile Drainage J 
drain their farms. For every flOO borrowed an annual payment of S7.3B pi 
with the pririlege of paying principal off at any time. 

J. B. Hobb;, Warwick, Lambton : There are too many ineiperienoed workmen coming out, t 
injni^ of our best men. The only immigrants who can do well hem are those with sufficient money to 
farming, Weiue aveF-Bupplied with poor and incampetent immigrants. 

James Weatherhead, Lindsay. Bruce : It wu the beat season for maple sugar that we had for the Iwl 
eight years. It was the lirst year I ever saw ice on the treeji the first day of May. 

John Glaspell, Tiny, Simcne : The famiurs around hero are takiuc quite an interest la the dkiry 
busineea ; a large creamery and cheese factory haa lately been built. This i« taking a step in the iiglit 
direction. 

John Darby, Vespra, Simcoe ; We are greatly in need of a reliable variety of spring wheat that «e 
could depend upon, like the old Fyfe. 

Wm, Sutherland, Ekfrid, Middlesex : There is too much land plowed, and not sufficient tod f' 
pantuie. fall wheat does not pay, >;et the sowing of it reduoea the hurry rpf spring wort, and the feeding 
lalue of the groin on the farm is beginning to be seen. 

Wra. Riddell, Nissouri W., Middlesei : The sugar-making »e»aon has 1 
extended over tour weeks with a good (low. We tapped 235 trees and got 8 

Martin Emi^, Norwich N-, Oxford : I! our Ontario farmers could be induced u 
wind breaks, winter wheat and clover would be much lietter. 

F. Malcolm, Blandford, Oxford ; Spring wheat seems to be a thing of the inst in this neighburhopd, w 
we have yet to hear of a field of this grain being sown. It has been a losing crop for years. 

Charles Uasson, Eramoso, Wellington : In the township of Eramosa we are raising very tittle wheil 
for sale, and going more into horses, cattle, sheep and pigs, which we feed with our peaae, oats ai " '--'-- 
We find it better to feed the grain to the stock than to sell it. 






D. James, Markham, York : Th. 
Wm. Spence, Reaati, Ontario 



I ha 



sntity o( maple syrup made this Beason was quite laije. 
e lived in this county since 18G1, and I^think, nith one ei' 



Alex. Farliuger, Williamsburg, Dundas ; The English sparrow ia very injurion 
while maturing. We can "" ' -i - "■ -i ^ . > -. .-. 

the grain again, and do ni 
doing immense good, cauJ 
old, crooked rail ones. 



. . ...la been cl__ 

g maple eugar that w 

prolonged a!id C(" '' " 



This has been the best season for mak 
feared for the safety of the trees, i 
syrup have been made here. 

P. Madden, Nepean, Carleton : The spring bos been very fi 
and the weather Bne. Last year's seeding for meadows will hav 



work : the ground ia diT 



limited, some people being compelled to drive their cattle m 

J. M. Kennedy, Alice, Renfrew: Wheat growing is fast bacoming a failure here, and there will be litllt 
sown in this township beyond enough for home ccm sumption. 

William Brownlie, Ualhouaie, Lanark ; Some farmers here have turned out from 1,000 to i 
pounds of maple sugar. Sap commenced to 9ow on March aSth and continued until April 25th. 



« Maitland, Montague, Lanark : Farmers ai 



Lanark : Farmers are aovring less wheat and going moi 
i can be produced ao moch cheaper in the Northwest. I think 
o this year than last. 



daicyiiu 



amer the proEpect is fair fis tii 
re ID subsoil. Another sei 
if farmers ia this eectioo 



A. R. Kidd, Dummer, Peterboro' : If i 
farmer, ae the aoil is friable and singularly 
-dry and non-productive sb last summer w 

Stephen Kettle, Glamorgan, Haliburton : Owing to the prevalence of north winds 
.spring with us than last. The ice on the lakes only went out on May Gth. 

John B, Morton, HuntingdoD, Hastings : The principal industry in this township is the manofsctue 
puf cheese. The early " make " at least will be very much below the average, ovring to the eonditinB in 
'Which the cows were kept before turning out to pasture. 



;et a moderately e 
mpt from exoesa o 
1 bankrupt the m 



is a much iMn 




W. H. Green, Hinolair. Piurry Sound : Your report on bees ai 



rals is likely to l<e of great ac 



itio N. Scratch, Gcwfield, Essei ; I think a, greal many farmers allow their grain to get too ri[ 
before cutting. This affects the quality of the grain and straw, and caueea a great loss by nhelling. 

Edward Nmh, Mersea, Essex : If every farmer would plant a row of trees on the west side of h 
{ajm we ooold raise more wheat and fruit. I think I have nsTer seen a season when the benefits of ahelt" 
vnt mure nottoeable than in the present year. 

i' . A. NellxB, Seneca, Haldimnnd i We have had a few tecCuree from Agricnltural College prcifesems, 
-which bad a gmxl eSact, and if these able lecturers were Co address o^ouKurista oftener it would be a | 
jgreat benefit. 

Jamea Thanipsnn, Warwick, Lambton ; There is one crop growing in this localitv not enumerated in 
the above, and that is — Canada thistles. I think the self-binders are a onrse to many farmers instead rif a 
blessing, for some are getting so lazy they will not cut a thistle so long as the tnachine will bind them, and 
«nd thus thistles are polluting the whole neighborhood. 

, umoBt, Lambton : The only crop that is raised here not included in the above is flax, 

«f which there is a aonBidetnble amount raised in tbu township ; but as it is aU carried away from the 
land, root and branch, it must in time exhaust the already overtaxed soiL 

Benj. Shirreff, Amabel, Bruce ; There are some beautiful patches of floi around here. It seei 



have done well this year. 

James A. Glen, Westminster, Middlesei : As 

Owing to the depresBion in the cattle trade of last 

increase, and hog raising follows as a matter of go 

shelter. If our wheat fields had been well sheltere 

. 4irop that Ontario has ever seen. 

Bobert Forrest, Elma, Perth : The farmers in thisimrt have started 
pnrpose of manufacturing their Sax into drexHed Hax. The mill ia now ru 
tiood. 

Thoa. Maguire, Wallace, Perth r There 
shorter than tiaual this year. Mill men ^avt 
per ton. while heretofore it was f 12 per ton. 

George Cushing, Arthur, WellinRton : T 
' Gunners, and that is the □eceealty of aovrrng niuro grtwu ichm. ai 
-tronld have something to depend on besidcK the pastures. Wi 
the Beswin ia too short. A great many do not feed their 
tiiemHelves. 

A. Kaufman, WUmot, Waterloo: The flax crop seems 
being pulled. A good average was sown this season. 

A. H. Pflttit, Grimsby N., Lincoln ; Foddf 
proDQues a most abundant crop, which will mak 
our farmerH' inatitutes are doing a good work, 

E. D. Smith, Soltfleet, Wentworth - A good deal of money ia made in th 
Bamilton and Grimsby in growing garden stuff for canning and pickle factoriE 
I oan count 50Bcrea of sweet com, 35 of tamatoes, 20 acrea of marrowfat p€ 
besideB acre* if string beans, oaions, etc. 

Simpson K«nnie, Scarborough, York: The spread of mustard, wild oats 
BTau and vaHoue other weeds is something alarming. Could anything be di 



general thing more land has been plowed this year, 
isan oatUe are coming in favor. Dairying i* on the 
te. There is more tree plantbg both for food and 
Hfit winter, we should have reaped the finest wheat 



thing should be urged very strongly upon our 
green feedLSO that in a season like the pressnt the cattle 

.... _ ,._.._ excellent dairying country, only 

Lg more than they can hunt for 

Ds to be good both in seed and fibre, and is now 

being more 



twenty-five miles between 

In my own neighborhood 

se, 20 acres of oucumbera, 

wild tares, rag weed, couch 
- "'" '■■ ' appointing 



d destroy oi 



iiiapectora whose duty it would be to gi> around among the farmers 
ly DoxiouB weeds wherever found growing. 
8. Hinioao, Ccamahe, Northumberland ; A good many are running into small fruits and hops, and 
■ome are raining tomatoes, pease and beans for the canning factory at Jjokeport, which is the means of 
Wnging quite an amount of money into the country. 

Samuel N, Smith, Sophiasborg, Prince Edward : Many farmers are beginning to plont tomatoes and 
MMSt oorn for cannii^ factorieB and say it pays them well, and helps to improve their land. It it were 
not tor this I do not know what many poor people would do, as they now get employment in these factories 

Wm. J. Hinchley, ShelSelil. Lennox and Addington : Most of the farmers in this section now sow 
k piece <il western com for their c<:wb. which keeps up the milk How when the pastures begin 

eDtJumigh the fall. Cheeae ia the ■taplo dairy product, —• ' '• — ' '-- "- ■■ 

would not make enough to live on this year. 

W, J. McNnughton, Lancaster, Glengarry ; Farmers ... 
1. Farmers' instiCntet are doing good work. 

6(RL) 






for their cows many farmers 
growing a considerable quantity of fodder 



Arthur J. Aruer, G«6el<i, Ksaex : The pnwpeot for the fknner, I un hkppf to M7, U bngbuniiv. 
The BeaAon bat besD a mmt favorable one and with the adruioe of prioea in u^arlT flverr articl? thai m 
&rmer of this section produce* we hare every reason to rejoice. I wiah I could believe that every part of 
Ontario were as niucb favored m we have been. 

John Gordon, Harwich, Kent ; I thinlt you could get a more complete n 
by compelling every moo who owns a thre«hing machine to take out a licenat 
two weeks. 

C. Rieelay, Bertie, Wellwid : Owing to the failure of grasa seed the past two jreara, it will be ni 
■B17 for fanners to sow corn or some other green crop neift spring (o supply the defioienay. 

Amos Ooupe, Uibome, Huron : Sparrows are increasing very rapidly, and are getting to be 
deatmctive. They should be destroyed. 

Wm. Walsh. Huron, Bruce : Each year shows ui the need o( shelter for oar fields. Faually about 
one-half of the fall wheat and mnch of the grB«* is destroyed by winter exposure, and unleas therf " 
effort made to arrest this by planting belte-of timber the injury will become greater every 3fear. 

Archibald Thompson. Orillia, Simcoe: There have been aame wonderful crops of fall wheat in thit 

•ection this year. One farmer, of the township of Oro, had about 43 bushels tr '■■ -— ' 

about SO acres of it. 

W. D. Stanley, Biddulph, Middlesex : The apple crop is the largest this section of country hu tnr 
luuiwn. About 15,000 barrels will be shipped by rail from l' 

J. W. Whealy, Nissouri E., Oif ord : Considerable llai ,. 

exhausting on the land it would be one of the best paying crops. SliUet, Hungarian graas aud WesHm 
com are largely sown to belp the hay crop which haa b<:en light. 

George Leversaffe, Fullartou, Perth : Farmers have no reason to complain this year that while wbetl 



it been a uniformly good crop all other crops have been bonntiful, prin 



e fairly good and fa 



are cheerful. 

Charles Masson, Eramosa, Wellington : There is a smile on the farmer's face that has not been there 
for some yeaiB. The reason is good crops and high prices. If the prices of the meat market are only kept 
np, we as farmers have great reason to be thankful and happy. 

George Hart, Sallfleet, Wentworth : The bay crop has been one of the lightest we have had for yon 
and spring crops have been the best that have been harvested in this section in twenty-five years. With 
present prices we will find ourselves in a good financial position at the end of the year. 

Wm. Kersey. Toronto Gore, Peel ; This season has been a very remsrlfable une. Wlien the gisic vu 
being harvested it looked to be not half a crop of some years, but when it came to be threshed the WDndsr 
was where the grain came from, there was th.it much more than the must sanguine ever expected. 

D. James, Markham, York : Mora attention should be given to poultry raising. The profits of tbe 
arm are sure to b^ increased by praduciug plenty of eggs and poultry. 

Allen Fringle, Richmond, Lennox and Addington : On the whole the « 
for this county, for although the root orop is good and the fall pasture splendid farmers 
their stock at ruinous prices before the rains commei 

L, tr. Phelps, Bastard, Leeds and Grenville; On account of the increased price of whpat many 
farmers are now fitting the ground tor spring wheat, and there is a prospect of a large acreage beinR bo 

C. Robertson, Caldwell, Muakoka: We are at a loss for male animals of pure breeds to improve 
Jrtock. 



s sold off mach oi 



STATISTICS OF 



THE- WEATHER AND THE CROPS. 
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THE WEATHER. 

7 ABLE No. I.— Showing for each month the highest, lowest, mean highest, mean lowest, and mean 
temperature at the principal stations in Ontario in 1888 ; also the annual mean for each station. 
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Lowest 

Mean highest. , 
Mean lowest. .. 
Monthly mean , 



O 



il 



a 

OD 
> 

O 



B 

o 



Highest 

Lowest 

^' Mean highest 

j Mean lowest 

(^Monthly mean . . . 

f Highest 

j Lowest 

.{ Mean highest 

I Mean lowest 

(^Monthly mean — 

Annual mean , 



^4 

s 

QQ 



38.2 

-10.0 

21.9 

6.4 

15.1 

43.0 

—16.1 

25.4 

8.4 

18.6 

48.1 
-10.2 
28.8 
10.0 
19.8 

79.0 
13.1 
44.3 
27.4 
35.8 

82.1 
25.1 
57.0 
39.2 
48.0 

87.0 
33.6 
71.6 
49.8 
61.1 

87.0 
39.6 
73.5 
53.2 
62.7 

86.5 
38.1 
71.7 
53.6 
62.0 

77.0 
32.9 
62.5 
44.7 
58.4 

64.0 
24.6 
49.8 
31:. 5 
41.7 

64.2 
7.6 
41.5 
28.9 
34.9 

45.1 
6.2 
35.0 
24.0 
29.3 

40.6 






39.0 

-19.0 

21.7 

7.1 

14.4 

43.8 
-23.0 
27.9 
13.2 
20.5 

58.7 
-21.0 
30.1 
14.9 
22.5 

85.7 
15.4 
49.9 
28.6 
39.2 

82.3 
24.4 
65.0 
41.5 
53.2 

93.0 
30.0 
77.5 
51.7 
64.6 

89.0 
40.8 
79.3 
53.0 
66.2 

89.9 
34.8 
77.7 
54.3 
66.0 

84.0 
31.4 
68.3 
44.8 
56.6 

70.3 
23.9 
50.8 
36.8 
43.8 

70.3 
11.3 
44.6 
31.8 
38.2 

47.0 
1.0 
33.4 
23.2 
28.3 

42.7 



c 
o 



h 



40.8 

—16.5 

21.9 

6.7 

15.6 

44.0 
—15.6 
29.5 
11.7 
21.4 

55.1 
—10.8 
31.3 
14.6 
24.0 

83.3 
18.1 
50.8 
29.3 
38.9 

78.7 
28.6 
62.3 
43.1 
52.9 

88.2 
36.1 
73.4 
53.3 
64.8 

86.0 
44.1 
76.6 
55.3 
69.1 

86.4 
37.9 
76.8 
56.0 
68.4 

80.0 
33.1 
67.0 
45.5 
57.7 

61.5 
25.2 
50.8 
36.4 
44.2 

69.1 
15.5 
45.8 
31.2 
39.1 

50.1 
3.4 
35.8 
23.0 
30.2 



41.5 

-22.8 

21.6 

3.7 

16.4 

42.9 

-24.0 

28.6 

9.7 

20.8 

56.6 
-8.4 
30.4 
12.1 
21.4 

84.2 
11.9 
50.0 
28.8 
39.9 

79.3 
30.8 
62.9 
40.4 
52.6 

92.0 
35.4 
77.2 
52.4 
65.8 

88.2 
44.0 
79.7 
52.2 
68.4 

89.1 
36.0 
79.4 
52.7 
62.9 

88.1 
31.8 
69.7 
43.0 
56.0 

63.8 
26.0 
50.4 
34.1 
42.7 

65.9 
11.6 
45.2 
29.8 
38.1! 

48.91 
-2.5. 
34.9: 
20.81 
29.0 






49.0 
-6.0 



15.9 

44.0 
-12.0 



23.4 

56.0 
0.0 



25.2 

86.0 
20:0 



41.2 

78.0 
36.0 



50.3 

93.0 
49.0 



.^5 

c 

o 
H 



67.3 

90.0 
53.0 



68.3 

92.0 
52.0 



70.1 

83.0 
37.0 



57.9 

68.0 
32.0 



45.3 

70.0 
18.0 



40.9 

51.0 
6.0 



32.9 



43.9 42.8 44.9 



41.1 

-11.9 

22.6 

6.9 

15.0 

43.2 
-16.1 
29.0 
13.7 
21.9 

48.3 
—1.2 
29.5 
15.1 
22.4 

76.3 
21.2 
47.5 
30.9 
38.9 

74.1 
32.9 
59.5 
42.4 
50.6 

92.0 
40.5 
75.4 
53.4 
64.4 

87.7 
47.3 
76.6 
55.7 
66.2 

84.9 
47.3 
76.1 
56.5 
66.0 

77.6 
32.1 
65.6 
47.6 
56.5 

62.2 
28.3 
50.0 
36.4 
43.4 

62.0 
14.1 
43.9 
31.3 
37.4 

46.7 
0.0 
35.7! 
23.1 
29.7 



a 



39.6 

-80.6 

16.3 

3.8 

7.4 

42.5 

-29.8 

25 9 

5.1 

16.5 

43.6 

-16.3 

27.1 

9.4 

18.6 

83.8 
15.3 
47.4 
27.2 
36.8 

81.5 
26.9 
63.5 
41.6 
51.4 

98.0 
33.9 
80.4 
50.8 
65.5 

91.0 
40.6 
81.5 
49.9 
65.7 

89.6 
39.5 
78.7 
52.2 
64.6 

79.8 
25.7 
67.4 
42.0 
53.6 

62.6 
21.6 
48.5 
31.5 
39.3 

63.7 
0.5 
41.0 
26.6 
33.4 

44.9' 
-10.2 
31.8: 
17. 7i 
24.9: 



flS ^ 



43.0 
-32.0 

17.9 

—5.3 

7.1 

44.0 

-29.6 

26.3 

3.7 

16.4 

44.0 

-17.0 

28.2 

8.0 

17.7 

78.C 
8.0 
44.4 
25.7 
34.9 

80.0 
26.0 
61.6 
40.1 
50.9 

94.0 
• 26.0 
78.1 
51.7 
64.7 

87.0 
42.0 
78.4 
52.3 
66.1 

85.0 
40.0 
75.6 
61.6 
64.7 

79.2 
29.0 
66.6 
44.1 

54.8 

62.0 
22.0 
48.2 
31.6 
40.2 

63.0 
3.8 
41.3 
26.0 
33.5 

47.0 
-13.8 
33.5 
16.7 
25.1 



eB 
eS 



37.2 

—23.6 

11.7 

—5.3 

3.1 

37.4 
—32.9 
22.3 



ic 

• mm 

3 

o 

o 



31.9 

—41.6 

9.8 

-5.0 

-0.8 

42.9 

—46.0 

21.5 



1.0 -7.7 



12.1 

45.4 
-3.7 
28.3 
12.2 
21.0 

82.9 
12.1 
45.8 
27.3 
37.2 

82.5 
30.0 
64.7 
44.2 
55.2 

94.9 
39.4 
78.3 
54.7 
68.0 

87.9 
48.8 
81.0 
55.8 
70.3 

88.4 
45.4 
76.5 
55.5 
66.5 

76.1 
29.5 
65.1 
46.7 
55.7 

56.5 
25.3 
46.1 
31.7 
39.2 



8.2 

45.5 

-18.6 

26.1 

3.7 

16.7 

70.7 
-3.6 
43.5 
21.3 
33.9 

82.1 
21.1 
61.7 
38.6 
51.9 

91.7 
32.9 

77.<! 
49.5 
65.0 

90.3 
39.1 
78.8 
50.0 
64.5 

87.2 
36.1 
74.0 
50.0 
60.9 

76.8 
26.3 
64.6 
42.1 
50.9 

59.8 
21.1 
46.7 
29.8 
35.8 



42.7' 39.8. 39.7 



65.2 
-10.6 
37.3 
20.4 
27.9 



65.1 
-0.7 
38.2 
24.9 
32.0^ 

44.0; 45.8 
-II.4U9. 
30.61 28.6 
15.6 10.7 
23.2 19.4 



40.3 



36.2 



THE WEATHER. 
T.VELE No. II.— Showing for each month the annual average of the highest, lowest, mean 
towsBt and mean tetnperature at the principal stations in Untario derived from the seve 
alno the average annual mean at each atatioo for the same perjud. 



f^f Highest 

5*1 Lowest 

a -{ Mean highest. . 
a Mean lowest... 
■^ L Monthly mean. 
^ f Highest 

e -| Mean highest . . 
-§ I Mean lowest . . . 
p^ (.Monthly mean. 
fHigheei 



-d Lowest 

S S Mean highest 
g Mean lowest. 
" l Monthly mea 



H 



highest. . 
tonthly m 

■(KS::;;:::: 

S,-\ Mean highest. . . 
■4 Mean lowest. . . . 

L Monthly mean . . 

f Highest 

^ Lowest. 

■ i Mean highest. . . 
3 I Mean lowest 

LMonthlymean.. 

fHighest 

^ Lowest 

I ^ Mean highest... 

I. Monthly mean". 
. f^igh^st 

Mean highest. . . 

Mean lowest 

Monthly mean . . 

Highest 

Lowest 

Mfian highest.. . 

Mean lowest 

Monthly mean . . 

f rHigheat 

g I Lowest 

g-^ Mean highest... 
J- Mean lowest. ... 
<D (.Montlily mean., 

^ -fHighest 

' JlLowest.^ 

J1 Mean highest . . . 
Mean lowest.,.. 
iMonthl; mean. 

;g fHighest 

k sr I Lowest 

f 1 lUean highest... 

3 I Ale&n lowest 

* LWonthljmean.. 

■" fSiw''^t'' 

I 9~{ Idean highest. . . 
I I 1m.w, lowest.... 
■ni^ Monthly mean . . 
^■^ Annua! meal 



27.0 
7B,0 
23.2 



53.0 

47!3 
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THE WEATHER. 

"^ABLE No. III. — Monthly summary of bright sunshine at the principal stations in Ontario in 1888, show- 
ing the number of hours the sun was above the horizon, the hours of registered sunshine and the 
total for the year. 



Months. 



UTanuary 

T'ebruary..., 

March , 

April , 

May . , 

June , 

.July , 

August , 

September ., 
-October . . . . , 
November . . 
;December . . . 

Totals 



2SS 

OB 'Z. "^ 
C O ^ 

S flBja 

w. 



Mrs. 


Hrs. 


285.7 


80.5 


302.5 


95.4 


369.9 


120.4 


406.4 


194.5 


461.1 


183.0 


465.7 


256.6 


470.9 


269.5 


434.5 


245.8 


376.3 


219.8 


340.2 


100.5 


286.9 


86.8 


274.3 


58.8 


4474.4 


1911.6 



1 

•I 

u 



Hrs. 



136.7 
158.8 
202.4 
270.1 



ll 



Hrs. 

73.1 

81.4 

93.5 

198.7 

208.8 

271.0 

291.4 

255.3 

199.7 

63.4 

119.3 



i 

1 


1 


Hrs. 


Hrs. 


107.2 


67.4 


96.5 


65.8 


133.8 


107.7 


229.1 


216.4 


189.7 


158.1 


289.1 


270.1 


282.4 


252.5 


25^.5 


243.0 


227.7 


189.1 


101.6 


81.6 


70.8 


47.5 


61.9 


27.8 


2048.3 


1727.0 



.a 



Hrg. 

109.4 

100.9 

146.5 

217.2 

195.9 

306.5 

279.7 

227.7 

206.2 

97.7 

64.9 

53.0 



2005.6 



a 
& 



Hrs. 

94.7 

124.9 

141.3 

206.2 

212.5 

286.2 

315.7 

245.3 

213.6 

114.0 

71.9 

66.0 



2092.3 



o 
u 

a 

9 



Hrs. 

139.6 

133.0 

152.7 

204.4 

270.4 



^ABLE No. IV. — Monthly average of bright sunshine at the principal stations in Ontario for the seven 
years 1882-8, showing the number of hours the sun was above the horizon and the hours of registered 
sunshine. 



Months. 



.January 

February. ... 

3iarch , 

April 

May 

J'une , 

July 

August 

.September . . 
■October . , . , . 
JiTovember . 
iDecember . . , 

Totals 



Hours of sun 
above 
horizon. 


• 

Woodstock. 


Hrs. 


Hrs. 


285.7 


61.5 


294.5 


82.7 


369.9 


138.5 


406.4 


193.0 


461.1 


206.2 


465.7 


247.4 


470.9 


264.2 


434.5 


227.7 


376.3 


199.7 


340.2 


132.0 


286.9 


69.2 


274.3 


46.9 


4466.4 


1869.0 



m 



Hrs. 

69.9 

70.1 

115.7 

163.7 

200.9 

243.0 

276.2 

240.4 

170.0 

125.0 

68.3 

43.7 



1786.9 



CB !^ 

.202 



Hrs. 

49.0 

66.6 

112.1 

161.4 

209.9 

251.7 

262.6 

247.5 

188.4 

113.9 

78.9 

48.2 



1790.2 



a 

I 



Hrs. 

79.0 

96.6 

151.5 

192.7 

228.3 

274.6 

285.4 

257.7 

214.1 

142.6 

79.0 

42.0 



2043.5 



PQ 



Hrs. 

52.2 

63.5 

126.9 

164.9 

203.1 

243 4 

255.3 

213.9 

159.6 

86.9 

50.2 

28.0 



1647.9 



►t 

s 

•o 



Hrs. 

80.0 

96.4 

160.3 

201.8 

229.4 

272.3 

279.4 

237.7 

205.4 

132.8 

73.5 

51.3 



a 
3) 



Hrs. 

72.4 

98.2 

151.7 

188.5 

222.3 

251.1 

264.8 

254.6 

203.9 

124.3 

74.2 

60.4 



2020.3 



1966.4 



(0 


u 



Hre. 

88.8 
101.4 
168.6 
179.5 
220.0 
218.9 
224.8 
227.8 
165.3 
103.1 
63.7 
58.0 

1819.9 
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THE WEATHER. 

TABLE No. v. — ^Monthly summary of the average fall of rain and snow in the several districts of 

Ontario in 1888. 



Months. 


West and 
south-west. 


North-west 
and north. 


Centre. 


East and 
north-east. 




















Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow. 




in. 


in. 


in. 


in. 


in. 


in. 


in. 


in. 


J'anuary 


0.86 


15.5 


0.27 


21.5 


0.95 


15.6 


0.22 


15.2 


February 


1.11 


5.1 


0.53 


14.3 


0.83 


5.9 


0.59 


11.7 


March t ....-- ^ r .. ^ .......... . 


2.07 
1.61 


10.6 
1.4 


1.36 
1.13 


20.4 
5.0 


1.92 
1.30 


8.5 
0.7 


1.38 
1.21 


14.2 


April „ 


6.8 


May , . . . . 


1.75 


S. 


2.21 


S. 


1.29 


S. 


1.40 


S. 


June 


3.31 




1.45 




3.05 




1.84 




July 


2 44 




1.05 




1.39 




1.0« 




August 


2.51 




3.39 




2.74 




3.87 


•••• •••• 


September 


2.27 




2.57 




2.68 




3.15 




October 


2.74 


S. 


3.09 


S. 


2.57 


s. 


2.62 


S. 


November 


2.79 


1.7 


2.87 


8.3 


2.70 


2.0 


3.25 


3.5 


J>ecember 


1.24 


5.4 


1.14 


8.5 


0.95 


3.2 


1.00 


5.6 


Totals 


24.70 


39.7 


21.06 


78.0 


22.87 


36.9 


21.61 


57.0 



TABLE No. VI.— Monthly summary of the annual average fall of rain and snow in the several districts 

of Ontario for the seven years 1882-8. 



Months. 


West and 
south-west. 


North-west and 
north. 


Centre. 


East and 
north-east. 














( 




Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow. 


Rain. 


Snow. 


• 


in. 


in. 


in. 


m. 


in. 


in. 


in. 


in. 


January 


1.03 


18.6 


1.02 


80.8 


1.10 


19.6 


0.83 


23.7 


February 


1.85 


10.8 


0.79 


21.5 


1.40 


11.4 


0.80 


18.1 


March 


1.42 


11.3 


1.01 


15.1 


1.28 


10.1 


0.98 


15.7 


April 


1.60 


4.1 


1.34 


4.2 


1.49 


3.8 


1.35 


6.2 


May 


3.03 


0.1 


2.45 


0.4 


2.52 


0.2 


2.36 


0.4 


June 


3.26 




2.74 




2.96 




2.69 




July 


2.72 
2.95 




2.34 
2.62 




2.32 
2.43 




2.77 
2.64 




August 




^ptember 


2.48 




3.04 




2.59 




2.70 




October 


2.65 


0.3 


3.03 


1 1.2 


2.15 


0.1 


2.17 


0.5 


November ..^. ...,«, .,.,,, 


2.29 
1.25 


6.3 
16.3 


2.13 
1.09 


15.0 
23.1 


2.11 
1.17 


6.3 
13.1 


1.93 
0.97 


9.3 


Deoember i-- 


15.6 






Totals 


26.53 


67.8 


23.60 


111.3 


23.52 


63.5 


22.19 


89.5 
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THE WEATHER. 



TABLE No. VII. — Sommary of the total fall of Rain and Snow, and of the number of days on which 
Rain and Snow fell in Ontario during the years 1887 and 1888 at Stations reporting for the whole year» 
and the averages for the province. 



Stations. 



Essex— 

Cottam 

Maidstone 

Wheatley 

Kent— 

Blenheim 

Chatham 

Dealtown 

Ridgetown 

Elgin— 

Cowal 

Lyons 

Port Stanley . . t . . 
Norfolk- 

Port Dover 

Wklland— 

Niacrara Falls, So. 

liAMBtON— 

Birnam 

Oil Springy 

Samia 

Thedford 

Watford 

Huron— 

Godench, L. H . . 

Sunshine 

Zurich 

Brucb- 

Lucknow .. 

Point Clark 

Saugeen 

Grey— 

Bognor 

Durham 

Owen Sound ..... 

Presque Isle 

SiMCOE— 

Coldwater 

Orillia ;... 

Middlesex— 

London 

Wilton Grove . . . . 
Oxford— 

Princeton 

Woodstock 

Brant— 

Brantf ord 

Paris , 

St. George 

Perth— 

Listowel , 

Wellington— 

Elora 



Observers. 



W. E. Wagstaflf . . . 

T. F. Kane 

D. H. Bedford .... 

W. R, Fellows .... 
W. D. A. Ross . . . . 

S. J. Pardo 

Thos. Scane 



S. Macooll . . . 
W. McCredie. 
M. Payne . . . . 



H. Morgan. 
E. Morden , 



J. S. Mellor 

A. Smyth 

Wm. Mowbray.... 
Martin Wattson. . . 
D. Ross 



R. Campbell 
G. Hood . . . . 
G. Hess 



M. Macdonald . . . . 

J. Ray 

Mrs. J. R. Stewart. 



C. H. Heming., 

J. Gunn 

John McLean . 
J. McKenzie . . 



Rain. 



J. V. Lazonby. 
H. A Fitton. 



E. B. Reed . . 
H. Anderson 



Fergus 

Guelph, O. A. C. 



D. Beamer 

Prof. Wolverton . . . 

T. H. Mclntyre . . . 
John Kay 

E. E. Kitchen 



A. Kay 



T. Connor . . . . 
A. D. Ferrier. 
C. A. Zavitz., 



1888. 



■g 



80.24 
25.49 
29.53 

31.12 
26.03 
28.79 
26.59 

23.67 
25.90 
27.18 



31.03 132 



28.22 

23.63 
24.95 
21.94 
26.68 
24.23 

26.88 
24.41 
25.87 

25.99 
22.98 
21.32 

21.82 
25.35 
23.53 
23.83 

21.08 
14.70 

25.90 
28.80 

23.51 
20.63 

21.50 
25.60 
20.70 

23.36 

21.28 
20.49 
19.31 



•I 



100 
103 

78 

84 

58 

109 

124 

85 

82 

143 



102 

97 
75 
62 
112 
71 

79 
82 
89 

103 

41 

113 

86 
96 
62 
80 

77 
98 

81 
82 

87 
95 

70 

97 

109 

86 

63 

107 

93 



1887. 



O 

a 



80.80 
24.45 
31.05 

29.94 
29.96 
28.49 
26.40 

24.67 
22.42 
24.37 

21.10 

23.60 

25.05 
22.93 
21.56 
24.62 
23.12 

19.92 
24.86 
29.38 

30.84 
22.39 
21.38 

20.73 
27.64 
22.22 
22.25 

21.57 
12.87 

23.15 
20.23 

22.12 
22.19 

16.96 
23.00 
22.66 

21.87 

24.99 
25.29 
14.98 



h 

Q 



89 
83 
77 

72 
61 
94 
96 

67 

76 

126 

110 

92 

88 
72 
67 
92 
67 

70 
63 
83 

86 
43 
91 

59 
89 
53 
71 

59 

84 

68 
61 

94 
89 

59 

87 
88 

80 

71 

104 

79 



Snow. 



1888. 



s 



25.5 



86.0 

24.0 
31.4 
18.8 
36.0 

20.0 
16.7 
36.2 

16.0 

26.8 

81.8 
36.6 
36.0 
64.0 



00 



86.0 
75.2 
70.4 

100.7 

65.0 

102.2 

78.6 

•94.2 

71.0 

88.2 

86.3 
75.3 

51.7 
21.0 

30.8 
58.4 

14.7 
28.1 
31.0 I 

67.5 

40.1 
81.9 
37.5 



30 



17 

14 
29 
20 
36 

17 
14 
68 

46 

31 

46 
29 
14 
34 



47 
56 
49 

69 
16 
84 

•31 
63 
35 

48 

50 
66 

36 
17 

28 
44 

17 
29 
43 

86 

30 
63 
42 



1887. 



OQ 
O 

a 



41.1 



42.3 

44.5 
26.6 
30.1 
57.5 

58.1 
56.1 
63.6 

46.2 

46.8 

79.9 
43.1 
11.4 
62.0 



79.5 

141.9 

81.3 

106.8 

99.0 

144.0 

113.0 
142.0 
119.0 
118.0 

144.1 
151.6 

89.7 
54.5 

57.1 
75.0 

41.0 
54.3 
74.5 

131.8 

71.1 

135.8 

65.4 



m 



41 



17 

17 
42 

3a 

41 

83 

75 

6» 

8» 

67 
34 
20 
43 



39 

5»' 
4» 

91 



75 
41 

5a 

53 

84 

45 
27 

SS 
53 



61 
61 

44 

71 
54 



TABLE No. VII.— THE WEATHER.— ConlmiKif. 



Watkhloo— 

Uonentogo . . . 
Ddffbbin— 

OrangeviHe . . 
Wkntwohih— 

atony Creek. 
H4LIOB— 

OeorgetowQ . 

TOEK— 

ScHrboraugh , . 

Toronto 

0NT4HI0 - 

Oahawa 

Lbn'x & Addihgton 

Denbigh 

Fhohtbnac— 

Harrowsmith 

Kiogston 

IiBHDH & GhENYILLB 

Merrick villo 

CABurroN— 

Ottawa 

Kbhfbkw— 

CloDterf..* 

Renfrew 

Roekliffa 

Lanark— 

Oliver's Ferry.... 
ViOTOElA— 

Bobcoygeon 

Pbtkbeobocsh— 

Norwood 

Halibdbton— 

Halibucton 

HAHTtNaa — 

Deseronto 

I Bhannonville . . . 

. Udbkoea— 

B^B 

I Beatrice 

■ Oharlinch 

Bravenhnrst 

Fabbt SotsD— 

Axe Lake 

Lynch Lake 

. Pftiry Sound 

I Spmcedale 

AUIOUA — 

Little Current . . 

Port Arthur 

Savsnne 



G. A. Moliityro . . 

N. GordoQ 

C. F. Van Wagnar 

Jos. Barber, jr 

R«y, W. AraoB 

a. Martiii 

Obaarvatory 

Rev. J. Middleton- 

J. Donnelly 

A. P. Knight 

J. Barehill 

W. J. ChiBbolm . . 

A. Schultz 

W. E. SmallHeld . 
W. H. Mclntyre . 

W. J. McLean . . . 

J. Stewart 

Thoa Beall , . 

Th(.8. Telltord.... 
Rev. J. Carmichael 

C. R. Stewart . . . 

J. RoBsell 

John Kemp 

E. B. Sutton .... 
J. HollinfTWOith , 
C. J. Tisdale .... 
T. M. Robinaon, 

H. Brown , 

G. Ambuiy 

Rev. R. MoBlay. 
A. McKenzie 

R. S. PottB 

W. P. Cooka . . . 
Agent C. P. R . 

the Province . . . 



m 
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THE WEATHER. 



TABLE No. VIII.— Comparative Meteorological Register for the seven years 1882-8, as recorded at 
Toronto Observatory in Latitude 43° 39.4' North and Longitude 5h. 17m. 34.65s. West. 



Register. 


1888. 


1887. 


1886. 


1885. 


1884. 


1883. 


1882. 


'M'ftfl.n Temperaturo . ,,.,,.,.- .r.- 


o 

42.70 

— 1.38 

— 8.32 




44.14 
+ 0.06 

— 6.88 




43.71 

— 0.37 

— 7.31 




41.57 

— 2 51 

— 9.45 




43.79 

— 0.29 

— 7.23 




41.95 

— 2.13 

— 9.07 



45 42 


Diflference from average [48 years] 

Thermic anomaly [Lat. 43° 40T 


+ 1.34 
5.60 


Highest temperature 

Lowest temperature 


92.0 

— 16.1 

108.1 

16.55 

37.7 


97.2 

— 16.6 

113.8 

17.12 

34.0 


89.5 

- 22.8 

112.3 

16.53 

32.6 


88.6 

— 16.1 

104.7 

16.85 

39.2 


89.6 

— 13.3 

102.9 

17.05 

34.8 


83.4 

— 10.5 

93.9 

17.07 

38.4 


• 

89.9 
— 17.4 


Annual ransre 


107 3 


Mean daily range 


15.70 


Greatest daily ranore 


36 






Mean heicrht of Bar. at 32° Fah 


29.6448 
+ .0270 


29.6329 
+ .0151 


29.6255 
+ .0077 


29.5933 
— .0245 


29.6273 
+ .0095 


29.6498 
+ .0318 


29 6515 


, Diflference from average [47 years] 


+ .0337 


Highest barometer 


30.432 

28.793 

1.639 


30.607 

28.704 

1.903 


30.283 

28.752 

1.531 


30.300 

28.714 

1.586 


30.412 

28.807 

1.605 


30.365 

28.803 

1.562 


30.447 


Lowest barometer 


28 781 


Annual ranore 


1.666 






M^ftn Humidi'tv of tho ai^* ....-•- 1- ..., r r .. . 


74 


75 


77 


77 


76 


77 


74 






Mean elasticity of aqueous vapour 


0.243' 0.261 

i 


0.260 


0.249 


0.261 


0.249 


0.265 


Mean of cloudiness 


1 
0.63 0.63 


0.61 
- .01 


0.61 
— .01 


0.63 
+ .01 


0.64 
+ .02 


63 


Difference from average [34 years] 


+ .01 


+ .01 


+ .01 


Resultant direction of the wind 



N 59 w 


N 46 w 




N 56 w 
2.13 
9.73 

+ 0.05 




N 62 w 
2.60 
9.95 

+ 0.27 




N 55 w 

3.30 

10.29 

+ 0.61 




N 77 w 

2.39 

10.08 

+ 0.40 



N 47 w 


'* velocity of the wind 


2.67 1.92 
9.71 9.88 


2 11 


Averacre velocity [miles per hour] 


10.42 


Difference from average [13 years] 


+ 0.03 


+ 0.20 


+ 0.74 


Total amount of rain, in inches 


22.819 
— 4.560 
133 


17.969 
- 9.410 
106 


27.726 
+ .347 
112 

73.5 
+ 3.2 
66 


26.351 
— 1.028 
103 


20.532 
— 6.847 
123 


25.734 
— 1.645 
124 


20.587 


Difference from average [48 years] 

Number of days of rain 


— 6.792 
110 


Total amount of snow, in inches 


34.6 
— 35.7 
83 


77.9 
+ 7.6 

78 


65.6 
- 4.7 
73 


80.2 
+ 9.9 
69 


84.0 
+ 13.7 
74 


42 5 


Difference from average [45 years] 

Number of days of snow 


— 27.8 
62 




* 


Number of fair days >... 


175 


203 


196 


203 


184 


181 


209 






Number of Auroras observed 


21 
183 


25 

180 


29 

189 


31 
195 


20 
202 


46 
207 


60 


Possible to see Aurora [No. of nights] . . . 


204 


Number of Thunderstorms 


23 


22 


26 


19 


30 


82 


28 






Number of hours of possible sunshine 

Number of hours bright sunshine 

Difference from average [7 years] 


4474.4 
2048.3 

+ 4.8 


4463.3 

2063.5 

+ 20.0 


4463.3 

2034.4 

— 9.1 


4463.3 

2018.3 

25.2 


4474.4 

1931.8 

— 111.7 


4463.3 

2038.8 

— 4.7 


4463.S 

2169.5 

+ 126.0 



^^^^p^^^^^ 


RURAL AREA. 

jE No. IX.-Showing by County MnaioipalitiaB s,iid Broaps 
as returned by Municipal AaaesBorB 


of Counties the Rural Area of Ootario ^^H 
for 1888. ^^H 


— 


Acres of AeacBsed Land. 


Acres 


leared. 


Acres 


Acres 
waste. 


it ^1 


RegidHnt. 


Non. 
reiridemt. 


Total 
ocoHpied. 


18SS. 


1887. 


ii 


■ 


410,696 
630,434 
435,749 
385.971 
277,631 
233.389 


20,824 
31,643 
4,772 
9,065 
3^883 
6,444 


431,519 
562.076 
440.521 
395,036 
281,104 
237,833 


194,696 
283,404 

269.686 
236,997 
198,6.35 
161.1)43 


18fl,096 
282,685 
260,003 
227.598 
107,872 
159,212 


212,391 
254,806 
155,001 
136,282 
73,756 
68,407 


34,433 
23,866 
16.834 
31,767 
10,014 
10,383 








50 

67 
70 
70 


^1 


Ik 

mand 

nd 


otal 


2,262.759 


75,630 


2,338,389 


1,334,460 


1,313,306 


887,642 


U6,287 


57 


820,838 

789,764 

787,839 

2,198.229 


39,097 
9,668 
23,790 


659,723 
799,322 
811,639 
2,270,674 


282,822 
537,325 
436,668 


253,525 

535,936 
438,400 


361,454 
173,539 
287,693 


16,947 
88,468 
65,268 


43 

67 
64 








72,445 


1,368,315 


1,207,861 


822,67f 


189,63; 


56 


e 


l,023.aE6 
804.804 


34,339 
59,383 


1,056,605 
964,193 


543.648 
4114,862 


536,497 


354,580 
460,870 


158,377 
38,461 


51 
48 


atid. 


1,917,070 




2,010, 79( 


1,008,51C 


900,341 


805, 45( 


196,83* 


6(1 


748,145 
469.S34 
313, BBS 
509,007 
631,624 
303,794 
340,375 


9,861 
i;455 
2,314 
9,286 
5,639 
2,796 
15,884 


767,996 
471,279 
216,003 
518,333 
637,163 
.305,690 
356,169 


622,646 
338,861 

36^691 

33l!ll£ 
181,B2S 


614,563 
334.058 
168,427 
354,175 
432,176 
233,113 
179,139 


323,145 

103.417 
28.248 

104,316 
89,760 
59,363 
86,623 


12,305 
39.001 
18.814 
57,426 
102,830 
15,118 
87,611 


71 
78 
68 
69 
76 
51 
^"68 


r*:::::::::: 


rin 


otols 

In 

worth 


3,205,417 

185,765 
270,003 
2-'3,420 

2«.s,ioe 

53a,175 
482,497 
365,91)0 
427,991 
231,769 


47,104 


3,352,52] 


2.234,655 


2,216,64< 


694,861 


323,005 


ilio: 

19,129 
2,8P7 
4,744 
ClSl 


190,896 
273,253 
233,527 
288,111 
539,472 
.'i01,63h 
368,817 
432,735 
233,890 


118.S74 
206.038 
164.762 
240,142 
408,864 
334,978 
283,<I70 
310,554 
182,902 


148,606 
206,991 
166,260 
233,806 
413.820 
331,468 
37!,412 
312,132 
182,919 


38,137 
44,878 
46,635 
36:064 
81,692 
105,014 
61,301 
95,747 
42,876 


3,885 
23.337 
13,130 
11,905 
49,016 
61,636 
23.946 
36,134 

7,113 


78 
75 

51 

75 
66 
76 
71 

78 








Stovii:::: 

aEdwud .... 
oi>1b 


3,00U,67< 


44,66; 


3,051,331 


3,281,08! 


2,260,314 


661,14! 




74 


ji&Addington 
BndG^Viile. 


3»8,:<78 
569,443 
738,947 
234,800 
243,931 
286,078 
267,046 
231,201 
552,470 
844,817 
021,478 


18,530 
94,013 
6,568 
2,750 

'■IS 

26,821 
23,704 
16,837 
40,315 
40,393 


408,908 
663.45( 

237,65( 
250,054 
386,228 
2S3,a6b 
253,906 
669,307 
886,132 
661,871 


301,029 
211,467 
412,241 
132,S11 
116,058 
141. «45 
130,«72 
76,432 
275,744 
259,775 
289.-648 


199,012 
303,879 
408,188 
137,770 
114,606 
140,144 
138,640 
78,682 
271,747 
244,926 
284,333 


122,762 
331,789 
318,928 
66,212 
125,34b 
119,646 
123,392 
174,899 
173,710 
547,364 
251,876 


83,117 
130,210 
114,348 

48,427 
8,050 

24,638 

30,802 

3,574 

119,863 

77:993 
130,347 


49 

31 

55 

6e 

4( 

2t 

48 
39 
43 




"Try 


n 




■k 

oUl« 

ria 

borongh 

iirton 


4,966,->i8t 


275,204 


6,3U,791 


3,245,912 


2,208,925 


2,233,82! 


761,951 


4i 


542,999 
508,554 
200,327 
892,055 


36,917 
32,804 
361,357 
69,207 


668,916 
641,368 
561,684 
961,262 


239,067 
216,080 
28.013 
344,466 
,826,62f 


234,089 
214,183 
28,006 
320,390 
798.688 


304,123 
266,658 
499,833 
626,069 


135,727 
69,820 
33,839 
91,737 


42 

39 
5 
35 


otak 


2,143,936 
447,783 
386.32( 


489,286 


2,633,321 


1,495,671 


310,93; 




60,719 
19,591 
46,372 
10,123 


608,602 
305,911 

316,207 
128,938 


62,072 
39,642 
36,184 
7.267 


60,967 
24,354 

38,186 
6.880 


387,312 
258,434 
354,067 
121,561 


69,118 

17,835 

25,956 

110 


10 

11 

5 


Sound 




oUl. 

•rovinoe..|J|« 


1,122,754 


136,80 


1,359,551 


125.165 


120.386 


1,021.37' 


113,01! 


^ 


^^1 
^^1 


20,823,426 
21,026,636 


1,234,863 
961,907 


22,058,279 
21,978,543 


■11,314,726 


■iiii9;6i7 


8,513,740 
8,706,613 


2,330.814 
3,153,413 








No agrioultura 
uting averages. 


atfttisticB 


ave been received from Nipiasin 


B, and the 




been omit 


ediE 


J 










^^^^H 




^^^^H 


^^^^1 


^H 


^^^^^^H 





^H FALI, WHEAT. 

^^^B TABLJi; No. X,— Showing by County Municipa^itieB and Roupa of Countiee the ares and prodnw of 
^^M Fall Wheat in Ontario in the yeara 18S7 and 1HS8, with the yearly average tor the seven years 18B2-«f 
^^^H also the average yield per acre. 


^^H 


1868. 


1887. 


^TXvsfisr 1 


Aares. 


Bushels. 


pec 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
ppr 


A.,„. 


Buahela. 


per 




30,039 
60,378 
431391 
33,286 
33,683 
22,172 


669,647 
1,188,830 
763,683 
516 983 
369.502 
368,281 
S,765;875 






588,115 
971,010 
864,225 
461,964 
620,758 
349,923 


19.4 

16,2 
15.0 
14.6 
15.7 
15.3 


3?,127 
61,053 


656,483 
1,232,988 
876,340 
697,881 
647,105 
371,246 


20.4 
20.S 

19. e 

1S.0 
16.5 
16.3 






^^P Vigm 

^H Norfolk 

r Wellaud 


17.6 
15. B 
11.0 
12.1 


4^,615 
31.926 
33,086 
22.826 


319,836 


17.1 


231,746 


3,545,985 


16.0 


227,193 


4,281.032 


18.5 




55,849 
39,302 


698,923 
921,509 
660,274 


18.0 
16.5 
16.8 


35,499 
69,197 
46,402 


628,332 
948,690 
666,513 


17.7 
13.7 
14.5 


34,785 
69,573 
50,110 


673,646 
1,394,574 
986,168 


13.i 

30.0 

19.7 

-13A 








133,980 


2,280,706 




160,098 


2,233,536 


14.0 


154,468 


3,053,288 




33,f)78 
49,503 
73,080 


440,909 
990,040 
1,430,049 


18.7 

30.0 


22,028 
61,019 


363,209 
881,608 


16.5 
17.3 


27.887 
54,094 


660,817 
1.156,369 


21.4 


^^^H 




19.6 


73,045 


1,244,817 






1.723,086 










69,013 
36,933 


1,131,813 
689;il( 


16.4 
17.7 
13. B 
15.7 
17.1 
17.1 
15.5 


71,820 
40;590 
29,188 
48,309 
26,077 
40,647 
9)423 


1,151,993 
742,797 
435,777 
634,780 
431,835 
666,611 
132,487 


16.0 74.861 
18.3 39,628 


1,489,078 
791,382 
669,871 
938,788 
566.314 
843,311 
222,773 


19.» 

ao.o> 

IB.i 
20.3 
SO.i 
30.0 
19.5 
-20:5 


1^^ Oxford 
















16.6 
16.4 
14.1 


40',34i 
11:42a 


1 Waterloo 


1:S 


617,567 
115,103 






236,339 


3,829,310 


16.3 


266,054 


4,196,280 


15.6 


271,460 


5,421,517 


^■. 


19,113 
37,409 
17,)S8 
19,938 
26.613 
4.683 

i?S 

1,148 


160.549 
246,681 
183,913 
299,070 
524,957 
107,218 

69,859 
267,008 

31,338 


8.4 
9.0 
10.7 
15.0 
19.8 
22.9 
22.1 
22.4 
18.0 


31,521 
31,256 

21,164 
24,349 
34,116 
6,799 
3,216 
9849 
»7 


347,134 
517,912 
440,638 
396,645 
696,665 
127,413 

58,692 
169,893 

17,082 


16.1 
16.6 
20.8 
16,3 
17.6 
18.7 
18.3 
17.3 
17.9 
17.4 


22,068 
31,836 
32,206 
37,070 
38,123 
10,208 

3,313 
10,119 

3,134 
167,148 


398,734 
698,794 
429,012 
585,766 
841,141 
228,617 

70,381 
223,380 

34.530 
3,408,335 


ia.r ; 

IB.I 
19.1, 
st.V 
33.1 
33.4 

g| 

16.S 
30.* 


^^ Wantworth 


r Peel 

York. 


^^^ Durham 

^^M_ Northumberland 

^H Prince Edward 




1,880.39a 


14.3 


153,217 


2,671,074 


^^^~ Lennoi and Addington. . 


1,615 
746 

2,997 
'167 
150 


21.803 
12,757 
59,341 
3,737 
417C 


13.5 

17.1 
19.. 

27l 
27.. 
16. 
21. 
19. 
17. 
21. 


1,286 
964 

2.886 
149 
428 
279 
26 

72 

821 
1,935 


13,942 
12,936 
4(^274 
2,384 
6,848 
3.906 
390 
972 
14,450 
4,542 
30,825 


10.9 
13.6 
14.0 
16.0 
16.0 
14.0 
15.0 
13.5 
17.6 
17.9 
15,9 


2,000 
1.893 
5.345 
1,227 

748 
07; 

2S 
1,666 
1,062 
3,134 


34.389 
36,698 
99,156 
21,998 
13,679 
11,048 
1,059 
4,058 
24.348 
18,667 
60,371 


17.. 
18. 
18. 

■!I: 
1 

14. 

I9I 


Leeds and Grenvillc..... 










165 3,46E 






15; 


2,67 
32;4S. 


^H 1 ,lr 


^H Totals 

^H Victoria 


161,41 

139, 93^ 
192,33 
3,43! 
143,41 
479,11 


18. 


9,088 


13M69 


14.5 


18,059 


324,768 


18. 


6.084 
7,380 


19. 
19. 


7,668 

8,355 

118 

7.834 


134,343 

162,646 

21243 

115,630 


17.6 
18.3 
19.0 
14.8 


9,030 
9,976 
101 
8,161 
-27,248 


183,806 
213,303 

1,689 
158,113 
566,911 


ao. 

81. 

IG. 

19. 

-30: 








23,304 




23,970 


404,861 






110 


1.83 


16, 


2 
431 


1,140 

459 

10,991 


19.0 
17.0 
25.5 






36 6461 IS.M 
387 7,975! 30M 


Algoma 


781 


11,394 
13.23 


14. 
14. 




899 


518 


12,690 


24.3 


486 9,7SS 


».M 




836,557 


13,830,78 


16. 


897,743 


14,440,611 


16.1 


948,041 18,778,669 


.| 




L ■ ■ J 






^^M 












^^H 


^^t 



the aTerftge yield per acre 
















the 


K. 


1888. 


1887. 


Yearly overage for 
seven jeara 1882- 


^BoQDties. 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


pet 


a™. 


Bnshsla. 


Bush, 
per 


Acres. Bnehela. 


per 




34,876 
34,813 
36,81£ 

32,017 
183,079 


1,628,709 
1,628,291 
1,661,072 
1,072,439 
1,165.384 
854,260 


46.7 
43.9 
46.1 
37.2 
43.6 
38.8 
43.2 


32,416 
34,326 

33,131 
38,136 
2Z,7«) 
21,160 
171,977 


1,297.800 
1,251,183 
1,066,162 
598,150 
577,929 
M0,296 
6,346,620 


40.0 
36.6 
32.3 
21.3 
25.4 
26.3 








32,126 
31,939 
36.449 
21,975 
19,073 


1,330,491 

1,271,626 

902,107 

774,036 

633,224 












Hflidinumd 


36.3 






TotslH 


7,900,155 


31.1 


160,173 


6,078,579 


38.0 


Lambton 


46,31)7 
92,407 
73,133 
210,927 


2,033,786 
3,466,022 
3,281,438 


44.8 
37.4 
31.2 


40,619 
78,530 
61,746 


1,368,935 
3,840,430 
1.835,091 


31.1 
36.5 


38,140 
73,916 
67,332 


1,465,849 
2,799,635 
1,940,094 


38.4 










Totals 


7,771,246 




180,795 




32.8 


169.383 


6,206,478 


36.6 




108,125 
74.728 


3,069,938 
3,356,786 
-6;316J34 


28.3 
30.3 


90,888 
66,934 
167,822 


3,603,133 
1,910,986 


38.6 
28.6 


83,377 
61,059 


2,687,883 
2,077,794 




&^::::::;:::; 


31.0 


Totals 




29.1 


2,3-50.042 
1,696,955 
499.648 
2,102,881 
3.389,713 
1,193,789 
1,034.347 


32.6 
30.9 
26.9 
36.1 
31.0 

aa'4 




4,765,677 


33.0 


ar::::::: 


85,878 
60,470 
18,653 

86,120 
40,907 
34,921 


3,654.178 
3,516,552 
718,00! 
2,997,930 
3,123.904 
1,619,382 
1,302,563 


42.8 
41.6 
38-1 

36!l 


72,309 
54,971 
18,596 
68,300 
77,013 
36,3S6 
31,944 


69,860 
51,119 
17,770 
53,828 
67,219 
34,087 
37,784 


2,763,045 
3,037,896 

B,23e,8M 
2,467,757 
1,314,899 
978,108 


39.6 

39.7 




41.8 
36,7 


WeUinKtiiB 


DnffBriD 


36,3 


Totals 


391,766 


15,63-1,550 


40.7 


349,628 


11,267,375 


32.3 


321.617 


12,466,174 


38.7 




18,101 
30,595 
20,902 
35,399 
70,478 
57,485 
36,950 
33,031 
12,896 


762,052 
1,333,942 

800,547 
1,384,101 
3.129,323 
2,443,113 
1,296,945 

832,381 

366,246 


42.1 
43.6 

38.3 
89.1 
44.4 
42.5 
35.1 


18,4S1 
28,8ei 

li 

33,194 

13,747 


436,772 
744,902 
679,850 
893,320 
2,192,402 
1,600,545 
962,194 
723,301 
271,916 


23.1 
36.8 
31.0 
30.9 
33.2 
32.8 
39.1 
21.8 
19.8 


17,519 
38,090 
18,142 
27,813 
60,642 
47,068 
32,832 
39,184 
13,437 


614,273 
1.085,994 

668,986 
1,066,163 
3,487,384 
1,830,676 
1,203,823 

880,318 

373,016 




Wentmorth 


38.7 






York 


41,0 


Durham.... 

KoTthumbetland,. 
Prince Edward... 


36.7 
80.3 
27.8 


Totals 

JTrontenac 

LeodBiGrenviUa. 


316,837 


13,348,550 


39.1 


289,874 


8,395,202 


29.0 


274,727 


10,200,633 


37.1 


32,468 
30,177 
72,627 
33,184 
34,171 
31,431 
26,617 
18,261 
70,861 
40.390 
40,739 


471,618 

724,243 

2,357,128 

1,317,405 

867,739 

880,068 

910,301 

536,873 

2,295,672 

883.468 

953,293 


21.0 
24.0 
33.5 
39.7 
35.9 
28.0 
34.2 
29.4 
32.4 
31.2 
23.4 


34,721 
'28,114 
66,032 
29,71t 

IS 

19,261 
61,003 
42,337 
40.619 


564,876 
651,034 

1,798,051 
841,854 
792,057 
913,620 
889,198 
661,843 

1,960,026 
954,474 
066,920 


23.9 
19.6 
27-2 
28.3 
32.6 
30.0 
32.2 
29,2 
33.1 
22,6 
23.8 


BI.682 
36,657 

63;3oa 

28,884 
24,309 
29,911 
25.510 
17,877 
58,214 
39,093 
36,507 


632,737 

76.9,479 

3,093,043 

1,083,742 

872,910 

998,983 

833,598 

585.098 

3,103.387 

1,217.713 

1,128,331 


33.0 






Glangmrry 


^'t 






















Totals 


416,806 


12,297,713 


29.6 


394,260 


10.793,962 


27.4 




12,297,821 






45,338 
33,147 
6,107 
42,939 


1,400,944 

818,731 
123,978 
944,658 


30.9 

24.7 
20.3 
23.0 


41,216 
31,135 
41928 
42,510 


1,233,595 
757,615 
114,676 
913.690 


29.9 
24.3 
23.3 

21.6 


37,086 
28,724 
4;792 
40,940 


1,334,931 
902,256 
127,973 

1,197,216 




Hutinea 


31.4 
26.7 


Totals 


127,631 


3.288,305 


25.8 


119,789 


3,018,376 


35.2 


111,542 


3,463,376 

341,803 
139,967 
149,018 


31.0 




10,137 
5,361 
6,571 


249.370 
140,458 
222,840 


24,6 
26,3 
40.0 




26.0 

33,0 
41.3 


8,303 
4,394 
3,941 




Parry Sound 

Algoma 


4.116 
4,986 


131,712 
205.673 


31.9 

37.8 


Totals 


21,069 


612,668 




18,428 


580. Ulj 31.5 


16,638 


630,788 


31.0 




1,849,868 


65,466,911 


35,4 


1,683, 4fi3 


49,848,10l| 29.6 


1,569.371 


65,997,436 


35.7 





1 TABLE No. Srv.-Showing by 
Rye in Ontario for tha y«ira U 
the aisroge yield per acre. 


RYE. 


gr'onpa of Counties the area and produce oS 
ly average for tha seven yeara 1882-8 ; alBO 1 


(87 and 1888, with the yea 


^ 


1888. 


1887. 


Yearly average for the 1 
seven years 1883-8. | 


^^M 


Acres. 




Buah. 
per 


Acres. 


BiiBheU. 


per 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
per 


I^BX 


SiS 
1,95S 

64(1 


20.001 
18,536 
42,314 
141,287 
8,516 
11,111 


23.9 
22.8 
S1.6 

ie.9 

15.4 
17.3 


659 
1,051 
1033 
7,236 
187 
509 


12,468 
17.268 
15,7.53 
78.438 
2,338 
7;238 


18.9 
16.4 
16.3 
10.8 
13.6 
14-3 
13.5 


ss 

1,3GT 

7,331 
891 
068 


16,680 
13,255 
23,673 

107.7^ 
16,031 
11,590 

186,914 


31-0 
31.3 
17.9 
14. T 
16.9 
17.4 
16.3 


Elgin 




WeUand 




13,694 


341,7(18 


17.7 


10,075 

55 
218 
346 


133,603 


11,566 




^^^ Lnmbton 


31b 
23(i 
4S6 


5,630 
3,540 
11,400 


17.5 
15.0 
25.0 


825 
3,968 
5,423 


15,0 
18.2 
15.7 


210 
271 
391 


3,410 
4,82£ 


18.3 
17.8 
17.4 

17.2 


^^K Up..»> 




1,0(B 


20,470 


20.3 


619 


10,215 


16.5 


872 


15,037 




■ &; 


SSI 

3,4S5 


8,411 
39,440 


23.3 
16,0 


1,41! 


9,165 
22,505 


19,5 
15.9 


533 
2,360 


9,613 
41,731 


18,0 
18.6 




3.828 


47,851 


16.9 


1,839 


31,670 


16.8 


3,793 


51,344 


18.4 




^^r Middlesex 


B79 
1.643 
l,5aB 
45 
937 
471 
336 
5,597 


10,827 
38, 42^ 

671 
19,677 
9,420 


18.7 
17.3 
18.1 
15.0 
21.0 
20.0 
30.0 


635 
672 
967 
41; 

341 


7,758 
8,603 

12,893 
<140 

101245 
5,968 
9,632 


14.6 
13.8 
13.3 
10.0 
15,0 
17.5 
14.0 


461 
1.157 
950 
235 

53i 
816 


7,994 
17:543 
14,585 

3.313 
16,168 

9,714 
14,987 


17.3 
16.2 
16.4 
14.6 
18.3 
18.0 
18.4 

16.8 
17.7 
16.8 
20.2 
16.0 
17. S 
15.2 
18.7 
13.7 


P Brants 


Wellington 

k Waterloo 




107,691 


IS. 2 


4,300 


59,238 


13.8 


4,986 


83,294 






143 
1,118 
454 
969 
1,331 
1,833 
3:871 
10,014 
8,647 
S8,380 


2,231 
21,130 

i 

115,870 


16.6 

ia.9 

16.3 
20.( 

iflit 

15.7 
13.6 
13.4 


65 

666 
346 
123 
610 
1,469 
3,568 
9,035 
6,349 


910 
9,191 
3:756 
1,476 
9,913 
38,863 
43,101 
100,831 
74,113 


14.0 
13.8 
16.3 
13.0 
16.3 
15.7 
12.1 
H.2 
11.9 


450 
953 
495 
1.433 
1,803 
2,929 
5,119 
11,382 
9,116 


7.096 
16,838 
8,307 

SIS 

53,13* 
77,674 
155,398 
126,186 








^^B york 

^^H Ontario 

^^H Durham 

^^H Northnmberland 




412,476 


14.5 


22,020 


266,154 


13.1 


33,669 


600,331 


14.9 




^H Lennox and Addington. . 

Leeds and Grenrille 

Dnndaa 


3,233 

2,820 

1,74B 

981 

240 

18 

173 

12 

3,326 

4,305 

3,129 


37,503 
39,480 
23,262 

27f 

56,201 
63,714 
2G;54S 
270,337 


11.0 
14.0 
13.3 
16.0 
20.0 
15.0 
20.2 
30.0 
16.9 
14.8 
12.0 


2,873 
1,015 
1,776 
693 
181 


40,811 
12.496 
22,289 
8,316 
3;801 


14.2 
12.3 
13.6 
12.0 
21.0 


5,273 
3,800 
6,865 
1,503 
503 
59 
291 
232 
6,464 
6,647 
4,989 


78,141 
63,073 
121,101 
34,309 
10,590 
1,030 
5398 
4,540 
116,31( 


14.8 

16.6 

17.8 

33.8 

31.1 

17.5 

18.5 

19.6 ' 

17.8 




Preacott 


50 

24 

3,317 

4,821 

1,283 


663 

720 

53,570 

65,999 

18,460 


13.3 

30.0 
16.2 
13.7 
14.4 






Lanark 


94:968|' 19.0 J 


18,986 


16.033 


237,114 


14.3 


36,624 


657,462 


18.0 

16.8 
16.i 

ie.8 

15.4 
15.6 




1.023 
2,073 
132 
9,479 


20,460 

83,132 

1,867 

126,071 


20.0 
15.6 
15,3 
13.3 


366 
2,133 

358 

9,583 

-12M 


7,300 
27,153 

3,326 
121,129 
158,807 


20.0 

12.7 
12.6 


1,147 

3,249 
363 

14,654 
19,313 


19,298' 
52,327 
4,409 
235,987 
301,901 










12,697 


180,530 


14.3 




^^ Mn.tnV,. 


277 
160 
472 


4,377 
71552 
14,179 


15.8 
15.0 
16.0 


248 
65 
186 


4,316 
825 
3,145 


17,0 
15,0 
17.0 


402 
371 
106 


B 


19.B 

SI 


1 .Wp.U 




899 


8,186 






18,353 
















aCL,N»7 


















L J 























^^M 


■ 


P 


^^IR 


m 


I 


■ 


■ 


1^ 


PEASE. 
TABLE Nd. XV.-Showing by County Munioipalitiea and RronpB of Countias ths area and prod ucb of 
Peaee in Ontario in the years ISST and 1888, with the yearly Average for the raven yean 1882-S ; sJmr 
the average yield per acre. * 


Counties. 


1888. 


1887. 


"^Zye 


average for the 

years 1883-8. | 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


pet 


Acres. 


Bnehels. 


iBush. 

per 


Aoces. 




■ 




3,903 
16,228 
14,833 
ir,C93 
14,433 


91,721 
327,402 
370,835 
431,709 
363,268 

97,724 
1,681,649 


23.6 

21.5 
25.0 
24.4 
25.1 
23.2 
23.9 


6,674 
16,297 
17.863 
20,196 
14,120 

6,412 
79,461 


83,774 
363,738 
300,<)54 
192,^68 
156,308 

76,227 
969,639 


14.9 
16.1 
11.3 
9.6 
11.1 
13.9 
13. 3 


3,867 
9,873 
11,863 
14,327 
12,942 


73,649 
300,681 
2.'»,761 
379,075 
247.672 

69,414 
1,101,242 


3o.a 

19.6 
lO.ft 
19.1 , 

194 1 


Kent.;::::;:::::':;:::: 

Elgin 








70,402 


56.732 




11,849 
3(1,003 
40,162 


291,838 
838.847 
831,146 


34.6 
23.3 

20.7 


13,685 


169,147 
806,719 
883,036 


12.4 
23.2 
22.6 


8,984 
30,791 
36,410 


179,.S86 
703,508 
8.H8M 


20.» 1 
23.» ' 
23.9 




Bn»ce:::::::::;;::::::; 


ToWa 


87,997 


1,961,331 


23.3 


89,254 


1,868,891 


20.8 


70,185 


l.n6,746 


33.6 




60,1(18 
33,023 
83,131 


862,890 
66T;996 


17.2 
17.2 


46,286 
- 33,068 


943,309 
666.331 


20.4 
17-7 


44,815 
30,907 


951.289 
668.765 


21.2 

21.3 


Simcoe 

Totals 


1,430,886 


17 .B 


78,354 


1,509,630 


19.3 


75,732 


1,608,064 




28,687 
18,364 
8,041 
37.108 
3a,675 
16,384 
13,023 


708.1^9 
616,038 
213,690 
734,627 
933,970 
439.091 
372,181 


34.7 


27,294 
19,02t 


4Sfi,454 
330,464 
95,173 
636,814 
861,309 
243,436 
251,568 


17.1 
17.4 
9.6 
22.1 
31.1 
15.5 
31.2 


20,864 

32,046 
36,717 
13,832 
11,280 


436.421 
338,411 
168,881 
628,284 
846,034 
317,931 
235.013 


20.4 

33.0 
19.5. 
24.0 
23.0 
23.0 
20.8 










g1 !S'S 






30.0 


11,873 




152,082 


3,818, IM 


23.1 


149,023 


2,784,218 


18.7 


128,127 


2,860,974 


23.3 




5,014 
12,447 
10,704 
15,851 
32,016 
3S,1H« 
20,671 
20,896 
17,794 


111,812 
313,664 
359,037 
. 369,338 
813,206 
627,477 
336,937 
198,503 
349,116 


22.3 
25.3 
24.3 
23.3 
2B.4 
21.7 
16.3 
9.5 
14.0 


11,734 
14,981 

31,'585 
231975 


64,842 
175,348 
136,466 
221,660 
670,897 
530,312 
385,348 
243,767 
252,769 


11,3 
14.1 
11.6 
14.8 
19.3 
16.8 
15.9 
10.4 
11.0 


4,636 
10,167 
10,339 
13,128 
27,149 
36,240 
31,621 
30,309 
11,972 


84,356 
313.108 
321,344 
375,688 
613,398 
666,246 
426,861 
338.156 
109,415 


18.. 
20.9 
21.6 
31.0 
22.6 
21.3 
19.7 
16.3 
IS. 7 














Prinoe Edward 




164,308 


3,379,080 


20.0 


176,734 


2,580,318 


14.6 


1*5,361 


2,915,663 


20.1 


Lennox and Addington. . 


8,329 
9,103 
6,309 
1.593 
2,189 
4,456 
4,S5B 
1,909 
13,120 
19,074 
11,049 


96,279 
133,904 
106,999 
35,843 
64,726 
77,617 
110,209 

208',46! 
303.277 
142,633 


11.7 
14.6 
18.8 
23.5 
25.0 
17.4 

15:9 
17.3 
16.9 
12.9 


9,181 

elm 

1,761 
4;944 

li 

11,756 


110.539 
123.188 
103,371 
36.220 
43,825 
108,768 
133,721 
59,314 
269,741 
330,866 
183,966 


13.0 
11.5 
16.6 
20.0 
17.8 
33.0 
17.5 
18.8 
31.1 
15.8 
15.7 


8,680 
11,322 
6,373 
1,751 
3,699 

elm 

9,633 
3;963 
13,251 
30,631 
11.333 


155,490 
199,967 
132,713 

57,0St 
113,184 
164,371 

77,748 
277,731 
397,431 
238,2116 


17. ff 
17. S 
19.3 
22.2 
31.2 
18.3 
16.3 
19.6 
21.0 

2i;o * 


Leeds and Grenville .... 
Dundas 


a.Tt'^-:.:::::-:'- 








Lanark 




80,945 


1,299,103 


16,0 


00,334 


1,481,519 


16.4 




1.832,849 


19.2 




16,316 
14,191 
1,472 
17,930 


343,624 
144,748 
20,608 
191,861 


15.9 
10.2 

1^:? 


18,319 
16,969 

19;76E 


323,112 
207,467 
32,631 
220,632 


17.7 
13.0 
18.8 
11.2 


15,912 
14,990 
1,536 
17,953 


316,261 
273,318 
28,866 
298,331 


19.9 
18.2 
18.8 
16.6 










48,909 


600.731 


12.3 


55,682 


782,732 


14.1 




916,776 


18.3 




2,748 
1,394 
4,587 


61,113 
33,140 
114,676 


18.6 
23.8 
26.0 


2,816 
1,208 
3,900 


54.011 
30,699 
131,875 


19.2 
26.3 
31.3 


2,661 
1,294 
3,460 


63,97J 
891301 


20.4 - 

S:5 1 








8,729 


198,928 




7,934 


206,435 


26.1 


7,395 


171,306 


■^.2 j 




896,663 


14,369,863 


20.6 


726.766 


12,173,332 


16.8 


635,414 


13,123,609 


«., 




1 6(B.I.) ^M 



HH 






82 


~M 


q 


^H 


■ 


^^^^ TABLE No. XVI.— Showing by Comity Municipalitiea and (troupH of Counties the area snd prodnoH of 
^^V Corn in Ontario in the years IHH7 and 1838, wiCh the yearly averago of the six years 1882-8 (1883 not 4 
^^y indluded) 1 also the average yield r^acre. j 


^^H Countiea. 


ISM. 


1887. 


Yearly average to 
six years 1832- 


rthe 


Acraa. 


Bushels 
(in ear). 


Buah. 


Aorea. 


BusheJa 
(in ear). 


Biisb 
acre. 


Anrea. 


Bushels 
(in ear]. 


per 
acre. 


" E»ex 


3B,308 

28,994 
17,138 
18,711 
2.898 
7.210 
108,279 


3,273,052 
• 2,33fi,9ia 
1,534,869 

274,161 
623,364 


92.7 
80.6 
88.8 
81,6 
94. ti 
80.1 


29,533 
23,568 
13,805 
13,768 
1,314 
6,267 


1,858.768 
1,146.583 
722,692 
436,716 
73,776 
323,025 


63,0 
48.7 
52.4 
31.7 
60.8 
-61.3 


31,094 
26,018 
14,763 
14,331 
1,849 

-m 


2,412,985 
1.908,177 
1,116,637 
912,639 
131,348 
411,259 


77.6 1 

73.8 
75.6 
66.3 

71.0 
66.1 








Haldiniand 

WeUand 




9,404,099 


86.9 


87,135 


4,660,559 


63.3 


6,923,046 


73.4 




9,087 
1,884 
1,024 


719,013 
166,806 
61,440 


79.3 
89.6 
60.0 


6,209 
933 
4I(. 


307,780 
76,729 
30,800 


49.f 
60[0 


7,197 
1,509 
491 


456,923 
111,766 
28,607 


74^1 
58.1 




^m ^""■- 




11,075 


949,359 


79.3 


7,648 


405,309 


53.1 


9,197 


597,196 


64.9 


^B 


822 
1,091 


41,100 
78,226 


60.0 
71.7 


436 

757 


20!l87 


40,( 




51.0 
55.4 


^B £»:::::::.::'::::: 


751 


41,58( 


1,913 


119,336 


62.4 


1,193 


37,637 


31.5 


1,180 


62,464 


63.8 


^H .„.!.' 


13,830 

i,m 

119 


1,102,251 
791,654 
471,649 
82,6li6 
50.570 
80,730 
5,050 


79.7 
75.3 
75.6 
82.6 
65.0 
67.5 
50.0 


9,130 
7,501 
4003 
787 
490 
777 
98 


457,048 
.. 379,92fa 
193,503 
41,973 
24,600 
27,972 
3,920 


60.1 
60.7 
48.3 
53.3 
60.0 
36.0 
40.0 

-WE 


10,678 

8;468 

4,670 

688 

530 

1,384 

G6 

-26:374 


749.857 
650,633 
326,643 
48,447 
32,170 
84,184 
3,474 
1,795,398 


70.3 
65.1 , 
69.9- 
70.4 
60.7 
06.8 
62.6 
-68l 1 




^^H Brant 

^^m Perth 




^^F VuSenn 




33,684 

8,002 
*.676 
1,839 
^887 

Ssoi 

2,260 
5,23S 

7;i69 

35,297 


3,585,369 

696.174 
413,803 
131,120 
44,350 
143,486 
377,379 
90,975 
274.314 
4S3,081 
3,639,582 


78.8 


a:;,788 


1,138,901 


P 

1 Lincoln 


87.0 
68,3 
80.0 
50.0 
74.0 
79.2 
43.1 
63.4 
03. 2 

"tTt 


6,036 
4,310 
930 
395 
1,121 
2.296 
1.593 
3,573 
41939 


320,089 
239,782 
34,800 
16,800 
58,863 
98,407 
60,037 
163,419 
191,386 
1,152,673 


53.0 
64.6 
26.7 
40.0 
53.5 
43.9 
31.4 
45. t 


1,077 
411 
1,325 
2,461 
1,810 
3,766 
6,766 


423,904 
330,236 
64,030 
24,193 
88,780 
149,941 
90,127 
200,111 
267.841 


07-9 
75.0 
69.5 
64.9 
67.0 
80.9 
49.8 
63.1 
46.5 






^m Xr'^i 




^^P NorthumberlBnd 


! Totals 

Lennox and Addington . 




45.9 


1,639,255 


80.1 


2,930 
2;080 
7,681 
3^466 
1,347 

783 
1,317 

426 
1,967 

48B 
1,585 
22,948 

39i 

79 

7,13b 


160,271 
112:738 
621,673 
1U4,23< 

31,.<<3( 
87,978 
17,040 
86,565 
13,980 
61,815 


64.7 
64.2 
68.8 
U6.6 
60-0 
40.0 
66,8 
40.0 
43,5 
30. ( 


1,746 
1,392 
4,869 
1,283 
1,162 
474 
980 
373 
925 
428 
968 


73,023 
63,712 
316,272 
117,613 
66,851 
23,700 
66,726 
10,258 
43,318 
35,560 
50,338 


«:! 

65.1 
91.7 
5B.7 
50.0 
69.1 
27.5 
46.8 
60.0 
52.4 


2,210 
1,657 
5,Iie 
1,566 
1.246 

704 
1,335 

407 
1,263 

447 
1,267 
17,187 


110,596 
86,297 
312.836 
105.721 
67,819 
30,075 
68,392 
17,935 
69,(102 
23,293 
68,016 


60.0 

61.6 
61.1 
67.9 
54.6 
43.7 

Gi.e 

44.0 

47.8 
62.1 
45.S 


Leeds and Greni-ille.... 






Preaoott 






Lanark 




1,337,333 


58.3 


14.568 


845,281 


58.1 


939,571 


54.7 





70,640 

15,680 

3,950 

406,895 


80.0 
40.0 
50.0 
57.1 


537 

376 

90 

4,338 


36,850 

.s!600 
231.338 
"262,216 


60.0 
28.0 
40.0 
51.0 
49.1 


503 

347 

114 

5,360 

6,313 


32,644 
16,511 
5,499 
208,979 
321,633 


66.0 
47.6 
48.3 
49.9 
60.9 




Halibarton 


Totals 


8,480 


497,165 


58. b 


5,341 


221 
35 

139 
395 


6,299 
1,400 
6,950 
14,649 


28.6 
40,0 
50.0 


169 
35 
35 


9,506 
1,400 
1,400 


66.3 
40.0 
40.0 


205 
33 


7,505 
1,500 
3.340 


36.6 

46.5 
47.6 




AlgoW 

Totals 


37.1 


339 


12,306 


51.5 


306 


12,245 
12,290,797 


67.5 


222,971 


17,436,780 


78.2 


183,893 


8,404,752 


61.3 


182,084 




J 




■■1 




^^M 


■^H 


^^i^ 




■■■1 


■■IH 


■■^H 





BUCKWHEAT. 

TABLE No. XVII.— Showins hj County Mimiuipalitiea and eroupa of Countiea Uia area and produca of 

Buckwheat in Ontario in the years 18S7 and 1^ with tlie yearly average fur Che eix years 18H2-t^ (1SB3 ' 
not iooluded) ; also the average yield per acre. 


Counties. 


1888. 


1887. 


Yearly average for the 
sixVearsl^-e. 


Acres. 


Biiahela. 


Bush, 
pur 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Biuh. 
per 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush. { 
per 1 
acre. i 


&■;:::::::::.:::::: 


5S9 
719 
1.123 

4,107 

961 

1,754 


16,785 
13,446 
22,460 
85,836 
16,928 
35,957 
190^411 


28.8 
18.7 
20.0 
20.9 
17.8 
20.5 


4871 10,310 


21.2 
17.2 
14.6 

16,2 
12,4 
10,6 


B8fi 
831 
1,246 

739 
1,736 


16,258 
^8,717 
26,358 
93,378 
13,672 
33,643 


26.0 1 

22.4 

20.4 1 

19.7 1 

18.6 J 

19.3 1 




1,372 

4:912 

798 

1.584 


19,9tl3 
74,712 
9,895 
26,136 


Norfolk::::::::;:*::::; 


WBlUnd 




9,243 


20,6 


10,073 


156.833 


15.6 


0,874 


199,823 


20.2 1 




sell 6,H4a 


18.4 
16.0 


311 


8,008 


25. t 
24:( 


402 
25^ 


8,987 
4:730 
5,813 


23.4 1 

18.6 1 

17.7 1 




Bruce 


241 


2,41( 


469 ll,25f 


Totals 

Orey 

Simooe 


730 


11,107 


1,023| 25,339 


24.8 


984 


19.530 


19.8 


263 
234 


4,175 
3,510 
7,l«5 


16-5 
16.0 


386 

4411 


4,439 
6,735 


15 :( 


329 
335 


5.935 
5,401 


18.0 


Totals 

Middlesex .. 


487 


16.8 


836 


11,174 


13.4 


664 


11.336 


17.1 


444 

484 
632 
64 
118 
48 
69 

1,769 


8,347 
7.260 
12,023 
'960 
2,300 
720 
1,725 


18.8 
15.0 
22,6 
15,0 
20.0 
IB.O 
25,0 


773 
622 
731 
117 
7ft 
107 
224 


8,812 
6,220 
7.676 
1,170 
1,500 
2,140 
4,480 


11,4 
10-0 

20.0 
30,0 
30.0 
12.1 


619 
678 
119 
129 
93 


10.026 
13,097 
13.784 
3,430 
2.886 
1.952 
3,076 


17.8 , 
19.6 1 

20.3 1 

20.4 1 
22.4 1 
21.0- 1 










JDnftain 




33,395 


19.0 


2,640 


31,998 


2.307 


45,251 


19.6 1 




677 
681 
222 
381 
202 
472 
1,788 
6,106 
7,609 
-8.M7 


12,80U 

18,796 

2,220 

6.715 

4,545 

11.900 

42,912 

114,774 

332,076 

445,648 


22.2 
37.0 
10.0 
15.0 
22.5 
25.0 
24.0 
18.8 
30.6 
34.7 






16.9 
16.0 
15.0 
15.0 
13.5 
18,7 
i9,4 
19.8 
18,1 
18.5 


665 
691 
170 
242 

276 

1,094 
B.158 
6,660 
15.243 


16,394 

15,934 

2,679 

4,261 

5.996 

9,005 

23,691 

108,468 

153,688 

340.006 


1 
23.0 1 

17.6 I 
21.8 1 
23.2 1 

21.7 1 
21.0 1 
23.4 1 

"22:3 








172 
207 
248 
4(6 

a^ 

7,226 
17,032 


2,580 

3;i05 

3,100 

7,561 

23.471 

128,396 

130,429 

316,619 










Prinoe Edward 

Totals 

Zieiuiox and Addington . 


2,053 
1,306 
6,020 
1.562 

1,131 
570 

'■S 

3,696 
22,471 


43.934 
30,169 
82,830 
43:736 
37,973 
23,120 

12.597 
57,498 
15.896 
fi0,24& 
434,462 


21.4 
23.1 
16.5 
38.0 
23.6 
20.0 
23,6 
22.1 
16.7 
17-0 
10.3 
19.3 


4.516 
1,586 
1,998 

713 
1,373 

998 
4,390 
1266 
4,739 
,28.361 


43,151 
34,093 
81,08!) 
37,766 
44,955 
11,408 
13.730 
13,307 
41,310 
19,357 
54,783 


16.4 
17.2 
18.0 
17.5 
22.6 
16.0 
10.0 
13.3 
9.4 
16.3 
11,6 


2,649 
1,533 
6,256 
1.150 
3,063 
964 

Ti 

i:ii7 

5,739 
27,107 


63,413 
36,872 
118,607 
39,737 
54,368 
23,718 
33,699 
22,143 
79,363 
■25,500 
132,701 
629,066 


1:5 J 

r. 1 

36.5 1 

34.6 1 

31.4 1 

23.1 1 

20. 5 1 

33.1 

23.2 1 


LBedBandGrenville.. 






^Si :::;:: :::;;:::: 


&.;■:;:■;::;;;;: 






392 

455 

166 

3,427 


6,830 
9,146 
2;490 
76,079 


16.0 

20.1 
15,0 
22,2 


373 
097 

4,274 


3.357 

11,366 
1.716 
71,233 


9.0 
11.4 

13.0 
IG.7 


407 

702 

237 

3,668 


6.289 
14.226 

3,405 
87,050 


16.6 1 

20.3 

14.4 1 

23.6 1 






^t™. .":;::;:::" 


4,440 93,595 


31.1 


5,787 


87,672 


1..1 




110.970 


22.3 


MnAoka 


262 4,192 


16,0 


274 
21 


9,590 
420 
1,780 


^:S 


^ 


7,809 
2,344 
1,303 


27.1 
23.7 


Algoma 


77 l,640j 20.0 


30-01 65 




362| 5,g92| 17.0 


3«4 


,11,790 


30. r] 442 


11,466 


26.9 






64 143 


1,026,363 


16.0 61,685 


1,367,427| 23.2 J 






4 



TABLE No, XVIIT.— Showing by 
BemiB in Ontario in thi. tphtb 1; 
inoluded) ; also tbi 



BEANS. 

T. — Showing by County MutiioipolitieB and groupB of Connties the area and ptodnce of 
id in the fears 1887 and 1S8S, with the yearly average for the six years 1882-S (1883 noi 
the average yield |>er aaie. 





18S8. 


,oo» 1 Yearly average for the 
1887. 1 six years 1882-8. 


Counties. 


AC... 


Bsahelq. 


Bush, 
per 


Acres. 


BuBhela. 


bush, 
per 1 Acres. 


BuBbelB. 


BllBh. 

per 
acre. 




406 
13,2U7 
965 
266 
210 
507 
T6300 


8,720 
323,716 
22,721) 
6,400 
4;473 
fl,380 

~3fe,4r7 


S4.0 
34.4 

23.8 

as.o 

21.3 
18.6 


341 

12,605 
946 

65 


162,621 

12,676 

3,874 

825 

3,000 


15.6, 449 


2281801 
23:264 
11,660 
2,995 
10,937 










13.4 
13.0 
15.0 
10.4 


1,049 
619 
142 
673 








Holdimand 


21.1 








24.1 


14,534 


178,182 


12.3 


14,463 


288,910 










264 
13b 

78 


6,600 
4,080 
2,*18 


26.0 
30.0 
31.0 


126 


l|l2t 
2,620 


13.6 
23.3 
20.0 


?1^ 
103 


7,272 
3,157 
1,»9 




B^""::.'. ■";:;:;:::; 


27.7 
19.0 




478 


13,098 


!i7.4 




8,726 


16.9 


570 


12,388 










83 
147 


1,378 
2,068 


Hi 


10« 


1,484 
1,876 


14.0 
31.3 


107 


1,754 
2,027 




Simooe 


W.i 




230 


3,436 


14.8 






20.2 


212 


3,781 










253 
225 
« 
67 
50 
30 
21 


6,a50 

olsoo 

1,086 
1,676 
800 
750 
420 


25.1 
28.0 
23.6 
25.0 
18.0 
25.0 
20.0 


165 
134 
120 
74 
42 
28 
27 


2,035 
3,350 
1230 
1,332 
756 
660 
729 


12.3 
25.0 

10.3 
18-0 
18.0 
30.0 
27.0 


317 
221 
473 
61 

34 
18 


6,148 
6,357 
8,692 
1,491 
684 
732 
386 








Brant 


18.2 


Wellington 


18.0 












992 


17,481 


36.3 


590 


9,m 


16.9 


1,160 


34,380 








Lincoln 


172 
107 
43 
50 
138 
95 
301 
608 
462 


^210 
860 
1,120 
3,312 
2,138 
6,321 
12,598 
8,426 


26.7 
»0.0 

2o!o 

24.0 
22. 6 
21.0 
24.8 
20.4 


98 
109 
35 
43 
91 
64 
286 
284 
436 


1,209 

1,908 

642 

2,093 
1,446 
4,035 
6,026 


12.2 
17,5 
18,3 
20.0 
23.0 
22.6 
14.1 
21.2 
11.1 


161 
124 
42 
59 
137 
262 
309 
504 
479 


3,245 
^682 
816 
1,498 
3,744 
6,086 
6,348 
11,410 
10,038 


21.& 






















Nortbumberiand 


22.6 








1,882 


43,576 


23.2 


1,446 


23,047 


15.9 


2,067 


45,867 








Lennox and Addington. 


261 
341 
424 
270 
G9 
606 
109 
412 
435 
217 
— V29 


2,047 
6,324 

8,116 
8,480 
5,400 
i:725 
11,787 
2,867 
7,292 
8,048 
5,794 


23. S 
20.4 
23.8 
20.0 
20.0 
25.0 
23,3 
26.3 
L7.7 
18.5 
26.7 


211 

H 

296 
121 
72 
290 
132 
342 
346 
218 


3,412 
4,883 
7.873 
5,030 
2,420 
1,440 
5,05.5 
1,804 

4,033 


16-2 

2o!o 

20.0 
20.0 

17.4 
13.7 
12.8 
16.0 
18.5 


165 

365 
233 
163 

498 
217 
451 
451 

213 


3,113 

8,678 
8,254 
6,456 
4.240 
2.462 

14,366 
4,941 
91990 

10,616 
5,150 


18.9 
37.0 
22.8 
23.4 
26.0 
28.0 


Leeds and Grenville 

DundoB 

Stormont 

Glengarry 


KubbbU 


22.8 




23.5 












21.4 


2.571 


46,764 


18.2 


3,166 


77,264 










1 


1,550 
600 
480 

9,232 


25.0 
12.5 
20.0 
20.7 


88 
51 
SO 

224 


1,408 

30( 
3,002 


16.0 
15.0 
10.0 
13.4 


82 
135 

26 
284 


1,583 

a:o62 

478 
6,139 


19.3 
16.3 
18.4 


















393 


5,476 


13.9 


627 


10262 










64 
10 
35 


20( 
700 


14.0 
20,0 
20.0 


22 
2 
2 


363 
38 
30 


16.5 
19.0 
16.0 


40 


832 
287 
202 








Al^ma 


2a.s 




109 


1,786 


16,6 


26 


431 






1,321 












22.700 


634,626 






275,975 




465,182 

















^^^p ' ^^^1 


^^V HAY AND OLOVEK. 

ff TABIiE No. XIX.— Showing by Oounty Munioipalitiea and eroapa <if Cnu 

1 1 t Hay and Clover in Ontario in the years 1887 and 1888, with tiiii yearly 

1 u ■ IWU-S ; also the avem^ yield per acre. 


nties the area and produce of 
average for the seven years 


Conntiea. 


lues. 


1S87. 


Yearly 


average tor the 1 
years 1882-8. | 


AGree. 

38,163 
63,476 
4S,882 
35,»U) 
47,22U 
47,306 


Tons. 


Tons 
pec 

1.46 
1.26 
1.21 
.07 
.69 
.63 


Acies. 


Tons. 


Tons 
per 


Aorea. 


-• 


per 


65,718 
66.H45 
59, U7 
23,n46 
27,863 
29,803 


35,4S3 
47.890 
40,728 
40,773 
60,710 
46,135 




35,200 
50,337 
48,665 
40,060 
49,165 


5.1,903 
73,900 
69,03 
51,77 
62,768 
69,010 


1.63 
1.47 
1.43 

!:! 

i.afl 


Kent 

Elgin 


71,835 
66,641 
46.258 
64,402 
59,130 


1.50 
1.32 
1.11 
1.27 


Haldimand 

■WaUmid 


TotaU 


270,1)72 


263.,322 


.07 


270,779 


357,716 


1.32 


269,017 


370,445 


1.38 


ei,104 
97,987 
91,116 
243,207 


68,432 
94,068 
91,116 
243,610 


1.08 
.96 
1.00 


49,834 
97,148 
88,775 


79,734 
150,679 
133,163 


1.60 
1.55 
1.50 


62,017 
91,901 
80,503 


73,780 
124,903 
99,559 


1.12 J 
l.H 1 
1.S4 1 


S'.::::::::::: 


Total. 


1-00 


235,767 


363,476 


1.54 

1.31 
1.45 


224,421 


298,241 


1 


121,857 
81,761 


104,797 
67.862 


-s 


117,649 
74,631 


153,989 
108,215 


]l2,388 
73,670 


129,866 
96,606 


1,18 1 
130 ' 


fiiinaoe 


Totals 

SCddleMU 


203,618 


172.659 


.85 


192,180 


282,204 


1.36 


166,058 


235.473 


1,21 


90,190 
68,867 
36,869 
67,786 
85,307 
42,18! 


104,620 
68.286 
16,316 
84,056 
78,605 
60,018 
23.976 

425,435 


l.lfl 
1.16 

iS 

.92 
1.20 

.68 

-t:o5 


82,900 
60,1-22 
32,372 
63,590 
84,159 
41,286 
32,700 


108,699 

IIS 

104,943 
138,021 
68,213 
49,050 


1.31 
1.31 

1.19 
1.63 
1.84 
1.46 
1.50 


87,718 
61,481 
31,826 
86,011 
81,127 
42,340 
« 33,569 


129,033 
90,183 
43,400 
97,834 
120,767 
66,358 
r 41,622 


!:S 

1.49 1 

1.64 1 
1.38 






^ar.:;:::: 

Baflorin 

Totab 


402.129 


576,109 


1.43 


403.012 


688,197 


1.46 


41,«21 
43,<I06 
31,010 
35,328 
68,379 
50,SflO 
40,301 
61,821 
26,036 
3a7,8n 


i7,oeo 

19,184 
4S.54S 
37,128 
28,614 
31,793 
12,237 
264,906 


,69 
.86 
.&& 
.66 
.71 
.73 
.71 
.71 
.47 
—88 


42,930 
44,943 
33,925 
38,198 
72,438 
53,&66 
41,610 
62,811 
27,1U 


54,521 1.27 
52,124 1.16 
37,318 I.ID 
51,74l| 1.82 
106,036; 1.46 
73,92ll 1.38 


40,814 
44,813 
3,<j,722 
97,463 
71,415 
51,746 
43,233 
63,387 
29,193 


51,976 
62,135 
46.003 
62.971 
96,4M 
71,433 
58,411 
64,693 
37.101 


1.37 
1.S9 
1.33 
1.41 
1.36 
1.38 
1.36 
1,2S 
1.37 
1.33 

1.16 
1.12 
1,27 
1.65 
1.63 
1.63 
1.43 
1.33 
1.36 
1.08 
1.36 


Wentworth 

HUtoa 








Prince Edward . . . 
Totals 

^^^ and Add.. 


68,654 
301907 


1.11 
1.14 




523,060 




404,786 


540,060 


52,102 
63,776 
112,019 
36,399 
31,482 
40,781 
36,117 
17.119 
61,871 
68,597 
61,151 


26,IS1 
39,337 
77,203 
49,603 
49,999 
63,211 
48,036 
17,119 
63,727 
34.299 
40,360 


.50 
.46 
.69 
1.36 
1.46 
1.5£ 

l!0( 

'.m 
.66 


52,432 
62,123 

114,820 
34,905 
31,781 
35,&g5 
35,009 
19,121 
62,209 
65,443 
62.056 

575,494 


39,324 
44,729 

129,747 
65,848 
47.672 
68,343 
55,001 
33.462 

110,732 
88,348 

104,875 

778,743 


.76 
.72 
1.13 
1.60 
1.50 
1.92 
1.69 
1.76 
1.78 
1.35 
1.69 
1.35 


• 45,379 
60,789 
108,49i 

31,'06: 
34,470 
30,425 
17,605 

57,633 
60,849 
58;661 


52,205 
67,823 
137..533 
62.310 
47,398 
65,819 
43,235 
23,295 

e4,'295 
79,779 




^^K«7 










^^HlWs 


684,413 


498,935 


.85 


639,099 


701,420 


1.30 




35,044 
37,811 
10,974 
69,040 


23,129 
19.284 
9.108 
46,947 


.66 
.51 

.83 
.68 
.64 


40,385 
37.714 
9,7"67 
66,337 
164,103 


47,250 
34,697 
ia,17B 
81,172 


1.17 
.92 
1.38 
1.23 


37.031 
37,625 
9,788 
65,853 


42,537 
40,862 
10,329 
80,613 


I.IB 
1.09 
1.06 

1.22 

-iXe 


^g^.:.::: 


^^^■rtals 


152,869 


98,468 


176.897 


1.16 


160,297 


174,331 


^^toy^d 


22,699 
9,461 
10,978 


22.245 
6,623 
12,808 


.98 
.70 
1-17 


23,100 
7;851 
10,888 


35,113 
10,405 
10,888 


1.52 
1.36 
1 09 


20,177 
8,870 
9.463 


33,782 

9:378 

. 11.574 


1.18 
1-00 
1.23 


1 Totals 


43,138 


41.676 


,9T 




66,40S| 1.36 




44,734 


1.16 
1.39 


J The ProvincH 


2,292,638 


2.009,017 


.88 


2,280,943 


3,093,610 1.36 


2.216,250 


2,942,900 


i '^ 






^^^H 


^H 






^H 






^^^^^^H 



^I^P^^IH^^ ^^^B^^^^^^H 


POTATOES. 

Potatoei in Untario in tKe yean I8H7 and ISaS, with the yearly average for the seven 
the ttvarage yidd pec acre. 


'ears 1883-8 ; also 




188S. 


1887. 


Yearly averags for the | 


Counties. 


Acree. 


Buahela. 


Biiah. 
per 
acre. 


Acrea. 


BushelB. 


per 

acre. 


Acres. 


Bushels. 


Bush, 
per 


Eaaex 

Kant 

Elgin 


2,807 
2.23S 


413,190 
463,140 
486,008 
410,046 
343,216 
298,325 


147.3 
165.0 
168.2 
136.6 

170,3 
133.3 


2.697 
2,910 
3,794 
3,093 
1,153 
3,233 


128,612 
149,516 
143.081 
102.602 
58,739 
110,065 


47.7 

51.4 
51.3 
33,1 
49.2 
49.3 


3,836 
3,445 

2.920 
3,538 
1,627 
2,441 


317,014 
469,269 
30S,141 
387,844 
182,490 
246,335 


111.8. 
133 .»■ 
106.5- 
109, ft. 

119.5 . 
lOO.S- 


Norfolk 

Haldimand 






TotaU 


15,356 




lfiO.7 






46.4 


16,707 


1.901,093 


113.& 




3.013 

5,045 
4;8.i7 


4r>4,662 
666.949 
757.S93 


160.9 
133.3 
166.0 


2.649 
4:828 
4,292 


381,53£ 
306,792 


60.8 
83.4 
71,6 


3,031 
6,140 
4,816 


330,966 
835.998 
661,051 


109-S- 
123.7 
116 .5-' 




Bmce 


Totals 


12,915 


1,879,303 

1,039,899 
1,122.306 


145.6 

163.4 
lfi2.7 


11,669 


849,304 

675,388 
387.936 


73.4 




1.528,005 117.rj 


Grey 

Bimcoe 


6,779 
6.8gH 


6,035 
0,111 


95.5 


6.973 
6,741 


830.074 
87i:038 


I26.3A 

i2e.S| 




13,677 


2,162,304 


158.1 


12,136 


963,314 


79.4 


13,714 


1,761.112 


i27.r J 






6.330 
3,151 
2,207 
3,699 
6,030 
,2,867 


838,3a> 
6a5,622 
296,842 
589,876 
859,878 
476,782 
698.846 


169.3 
192.2 
134,5 
lfi3.9 
142.6 
166.3 
185.0 


4,890 
2:836 
2,047 
3,421 
5:303 
2,716 


306,576 
171,578 
m.449 
393,693 
448,104 
210.331 
309,792 


83.5 
60.6 
59.3 
85.9 
84.5 
77.6 
109.1 


5,711 
3,365 
2,331 
3,848 
6,933 
2,936 
3,081 


635.003 Ul:» 
385.777 116.0.; 
267,461 116. tl 
462,861 117.71 

722.768 lai.a- 

368,486 ISS.Ki. 
443,2261 1*3. »■ 






Perth 


Waterloo 

I>ufferin 


Totala .. 


26,341 

2.004 
3,40; 

3;06i 
7,867 
4,853 
3,119 
4.B9( 
2.433 


4,264,170 


161.9 


24,051 


1,860,623 


77.4 


27.095 


3,285,571 120.5. 




Lincoln 

WpnCworth 

HalMm 

Peel . . . 


399.398 
498,(63 
241,788 
433,650 
1,335,030 
890,119 
449.136 
607,132 
328,455 


149,4 
148.4 
168.7 
141.3 
169.7 
191.3 
144.0 
132.1 
136.0 


1,831 
2,928 
1,450 
2.735 
H.40B 
3801 
3,117 
4,425 
2,201 


116,928 
216,693 
60,639 
143,576 
467.628 
316,063 
207,592 
273,369 
123,344 


63.9 
74.7 
41.8 
52.1 
73.0 
83.3 
66.6 
61.6 
66.0 


1.970 
3,559 

ilm 

3,884 
7669 
4,050 
31163 
4,374 
2:439 


203,331 103.» 
446,100 125.S 
191,837 117.0' 
320,094 m.S 
791,269 104.5 
526,321 130.ft 
408,716 129. » 
472.7361 110.» 
239,3941 98. t 






Dui-hiun 

Northumberland 

Prince Edward 




33.681. 


5,083.761 


155.5 


38,896 


1.936.711 


66.6 


31,627 


3,699,687| U4.3J 




LeniiDx and Addington . . 


2,736 
4,2.% 
7,375 
2,498 
1^983 
31200 
2.205 
i;252 
6,132 
3.53; 


310,810 
503,793 
966.538 
378,027 
255.014 
297,000 
411,000 
109,049 
787,962 
446,471 
398,039 


113. 6 
119.1 
129.7 
111.3 
128.6 
135.0 
200.0 
«7.1 
128.5 
136.3 
119.1. 


3,276 
3.260 
6,612 
3,129 
1,838 
2,339 
2,369 
i;407 
4.782 


225.235 
323,351 
65,3,199 
352,819 
238,940 
268,680 
250,474 
116.205 
463,486 
301,780 
279,321 


68.8 
71.6 
98.8 
118.8 
130.0 
120.0 
1(6.7 
81.9 
97.3 
80.0 
83,3 


3,322 
4,015 
7,274 
2,466 
2;081 
3,484 
2,412 
1,617 
5,983 
3;763 
3,603 


385,243 
422,428 
913,877 
383,639 
271,737 
305,917 
317,763 
154,216 
788,272 
669,849 
613,044 


llS.Or 
106.3 

JS: 

130. 
123. 
131. 
101. 

'£ 

143.4 


1*m1b and Grenville .... 




glengarry 

Prescott 




Kenfrew 


Lanark 




37,474 




127.7 




3,272,369 




38,908 


4,093.883 


128.i 




Victoria ... . 


3.633 
2,822 
618 
5.428 
12.501 


482,099 
269,343 
66,80( 


133.7 
91.9 


3,067 
2,641 


245,080 

.163,268 

44,819 

313,671 

~764:638 


80,3 
63.9 
68.8 
66.3 


3,023 
2,683 
683 
5,833 
13,132 


383,713 
301,603 
92,636 
704,649 

1,432,388 


i2e.» 

116. 

12SL 

13Z 
161. 
169.» 








118.1, 4,716 
II6.1I 10,963 


Totala 


Mu.koka 

Parry aound 

Algoma ; 


1,427 
798 
740 


175,949 
67.033 
10B.043 


123.3 1,417 
84.0 626 
143,3 728 


124,985 
96,731 
131,040 


153:! 

180.0 


1,321 
700 
685 


176,439 

106,930 
116,077 




2,966 


349,023 


117.7 2,770 


351,736| 127.0 


2,706 


397,446 


146.» 






153,915 






10.678,000[ 76.1 


166,766 


18,919,186 


131.(pJ 






J 




^^^ 




^^M 




^^^^ 


^^M 






^^^ 
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^™^ MANGEL-WURZELS. ^^^B 

TABLE Na XXI.— Shnwine by Gnunty Munioipslities knd groups oE Counties the &re> and produoo ot ^ 
MaQBBl-vrarmU in Ontiin.i id the yeara 1887 »nd 1888, with the yearly average toe the WTen years 1 
1882-8 ; also the averaffo yield pec acre. | 


0...... 


1888. 


1887. 


yearly averago for the 1 
a»v™ yea« 1882-8. | 


A=». 


Bushels. 


Bush. 


^- 


iBush 
BushBla. per 


Acres. 


Bnahels. 


Bush. 1 
per 1 
acre. 1 


EMen 


333 
Stl3 
323 
307 
243 


81,237 
137,629 
176,438 
H7;773 
127,405 
128,450 


416.6 
413.3 
483.3 
457.5 
415.0 
52a.b 


210 
302 
25* 

191 
146 


61,0911 390.0 
74,821! 247.8 
73,100, 283. S 


193 
272 
273 
197 
153 
146 


79,626, 412.8- 
110,745 407.3 
109.706 402.0' 






Walland 


48,643 
36,431 


246.9 
251.3 


61.451 
61,037 


338.6 
418.1 


Totals 

K.*-::::::::::;;::: 


l,71i4 

1,636 
397 


787,933 


452.3 


l,3li4 


340,600 


257.3 


1.233 


490,624 


397.9 


301,003 
683,942 
148,79b 


535.7 
405.9 
374.8 


819 


110,464 
67^956 
HO, 716 


346.3 

376.0 
252.7 


370 
1.439 
411 


150,871 


407.8' 


Biw» 


!7B,039i 425.ff 1 


1 Totals.... 


3,644 


1,133.801 


438.8 


3,310 


777,125 


351.6 


2,220 


974,971 


439.3 


^^■k 




3H 


113,225 
161,956 


360.6 
232.8 


360 
660 






^^^fc*. . . 


468| 1B3,B00| 350.0 


261,843 


396.7 
417.9 




788 


280.984 

848,8111 
827,366 
235,8(13 
1,051,725 
465,842 
226,625 
25,536 


356.6 

513.5 

485.3 
S46.2 
BB6.0 
419.3 
437.6 
268.8 


996 



1,389 

■s 

469 
113 


265,181 

569,310 
HM,075 

693,332 
262,566 
145,390 
41,368 


266.3 


1,010 


422,081 




^B^ 


1,653 
1,705 

sen 

1,895 
1^111 

518 
95 


288.2 
426.1 
287.6 
456.5 
347.3 

3iao 

366.0 


1,283 

i;i53 

347 

^'859 
455 
137 


656,145 
556,956 
ieO.O,'i7 
732,351 
389,353 
211,768 
49,025 


433.5 
483.0 
518.9 
497.6 
463.3 
463.4 
386.0- 


^^E 


^^Ke^ 


^^^Kiii 




7.342 






5,947 


3,216,396 


372.7 


6,698 


3,676.655 


469.6 


^HT 




342 
432 
499 
611 

'766 
483 
491 
129 

05 
235 

St8 

88 


164,776 481.8 
266,594 553.1 
349,300 700.0 
305,500 500.0 
904,289, 463.6 
481,508 628.6 


817 
388 
373 
433 

1,466 
493 
434 
433 
108 


65,033 
134,183 
169,264 
123,841 
414,937 
162,399 
128,890 
113,736 

26,136 


399.7 
345.8 
428.1 
286.7 
283.0 
3-^.1 
296.8 
263.7 
242.0 


239 
438 
415 
432 

1,708 
759 
44^ 

12( 


90,663 
332,248 
195,998 
174.971 
800,068 
333,282 
189,284 
191,006 

37,614 


379.3 
619.9 
473.* 
405.0- 
468,4 
437.8 
42tt.3' 
434.6 
398.5 




^^^F- 










Prince Edward 


215,883 
6o;630 


439.7 
470.0 






512.2 




1,327,918 




6,001 


2.234, 13B 


446.7 


lennoi and AddingtOO. . 


34,438 


363.6 


325 
135 
176 

% 

123 

101 

iOt 
102 
104 
1,657 


106,785 
35,412 
46,053 
18.300 
1.000 
36,900 
28,886 
12,133 
94,087 
16,006 
19,336 

414,947 


328.6 
262.3 
263.2 
300.0 
200.0 
300.0 
286.0 
43.'i.3 
188,9 
167.5 
186.8 


135 
171 
20! 
109 
30 
64 

62J 
lOf 


44,974 33.3.1 
62,907 367.9 
88,368 422,8 
45,054 413.3 
12,023 400.8 
19,486 304.B 
23,682 364.3 
15,079 290,0 
191,940, 367.0 
36,573' 335.6 
54.560 378.8 


LMdaandGreaviUa.... 


112,636 364.2 
41,070| 466.7 






BS 11,000 200.0 
llSl 60,600 440.0 
48 1 8,798 183.3 






84 1 12,180 
113 33,0iia 


145,0 
292.9 


ttt»rk 


1.G10| 5lS,0ffi> 


5fiB.7 
3118 
150.0 
306,8 


250.4 


1,608 


693,636^ 3G9.2 




731 

313 

4 

437 


414,268 

97,693 

600 

134,07a 


561 

m 
m 


168,300 
60,82E 

79,9ef 


300,0 
304,1 
350.0 
307.1 


486 

286 

7 

271 


230,fl2y! 475.3 ' 

100,0!16| 352.1 

3,2fi(i| 333.7 

79,0:.7l 2111.7 




Hdiburton 

H-ting. 


1,485 tl10,523| 435.-I 


1,253 


311,084 


248.3 












7 
27 


7,000 200,0 
1,400 300.0 
5,400| 200.0 


168 
5 
21 


;«,760 


318.8 


5f 
2f 


13,142 
2,247 
6,779 


348.0- 1 
221.7 J 
294.7 1 


EbSu. 


4.20C 


200.0 


72 


H,400| 200.0 


194 






















17,906 




4^.1 













88 



CARROTS. 

TABLE No. XXII.— Showing by County Municipalities and groups of Counties the area and produce of 
Carrots in Ontario in the years 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the seven years 1882-8 ; also 
the average yield per acre. 



Counties. 



^ssex 

Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk . . . 
Haldimand 
Welland . . 

Totals. 



Lambton . 
Huron . . . . 
Bruce 

Totals. 



■Grey 

Bimcoe . . . 

Totals. 



Middlesex 
Oxford . . . 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 
Waterloo . 
Pufferin. .. 

Totals. 



1888. 



Acres. 



Jjincoln 

Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York 

Ontario 

Durham 

Northumberland . 
Prince Edward . . 

Totals 



Jjenno^ and Addington. 

Frontenac 

;X'eed8 and Grenville 

Dundas 

Btormont 

Olengarry 

Prescott 

iRussell 

Oarleton 

;Benf rew 

.Lanark 

Totals 



Victoria 

Peterborough 
'Haliburton . . 
iHastings . . . . 

Totals..., 



Jduskoka . . . 
Parry Sound 
Algoma 

Totals... 



122 
168 
192 
198 
136 
116 



932 



271 
610 
302 



1,083 



466 
576 



1,042 



484 
471 
222 
392 
300 
417 
151 



2,437 



168 
276 
162 
324 
712 
470 
585 
402 
125 



3,224 



66 

274 

190 

74 

86 

62 

51 

173 

534 

90 

102 



1,702 



386 

354 

23 

198 

961 



81 
24 
38 



143 



•The Province | 11,524 



Bushels. 



24,400 
47,561 
69,120 
66,132 
43,969 
43,918 



Bush. 

per 

acre. 



295,100 



90,053 

179,979 

89,815 



359,847 



139,800 
184,608 



324,408 



156,042 
186,940 
104,162 
135,593 

86,250 
154,874 

33,975 



857,836 



67,586 

99,719 

74,520 

126,781 

290,710 

249,711 

202,059 

129,404 

40,838 



1,281,328 



20,130 
58,800 
58,900 
24,975 
12,900 
12,400 
16,544 
51,900 

123,407 
11,250 

_27^26 

418,532 



166,482 

100,713 

5,750 

58,608 



331,553 



17,820 
4,560 
7,600 



29,980 



3,898,584 



200.0 
283.1 
360.0 
334.0 
323.3 
378.6 



316.6 



332.3 
352.9 
297.4 



332.3 



300.0 
320.5 



311.3 



322.4 
396.9 
469.2 
345.9 
287.5 
371.4 
225.0 



352.0 



402.3 
361.3 
460.0 
391.3 
408.3 
531.3 
345.4 
321.9 
326.7 



397.4 



305.0 
214.6 
310.0 
337.5 
150.0 
200.0 
324.4 
300.0 
231.1 
125.0 
267.9 



1887. 



Acres. 



338.3 



100 
148 
167 
145 
85 
103 



748 



167 
384 
305 



856 



444 
525 



969 



428 
248 
161 
410 
382 
220 
124 



1,973 



99 
219 

79 
278 
472 
386 
446 
169 

27 



2,175 



78 

148 

160 

45 

34 

52 

81 

131 

490 

98 

118 



245.9 


1,435 


431.3 
284.5 
250.0 
296.0 


336 

269 

27 

175 


345.0 


807 


220.0 
190.0 
200.0 


91 
28 
28 


209.7 


147 



9,110 



Bushels. 



20,300 
31,287 
37,954 
18,463 
16,188 
15,321 



139,513 



42,346 

107,685 

64,965 



214,996 



105,583 
90,400 



195,983 



94,515 
75,824 
40,538 
139,728 
95,286 
47,575 
44,020 



537,486 



22,058 

52,926 

26,239 

74,713 

116,070 

106,250 

95,194 

86,248 

1,665 



630,363 



16,990 
28,332 
4.S,859 
11,260 
3,400 
14,300 
16,740 
42,675 
87,676 
17,314 
16,857 



298,293 



84,981 

89,782 

6,750 

26,000 



167,513 



16,699 
9,240 
5,600 



31,539 
2,105,686 



Bush, 
per 
acre. 



Yearly average for the 
seven years 1882-8. 



Acres. 



203.0 
211.4 
227.3 
127.3 
190.5 
148.8 



186.5 


656 


253.6 
280.4 
213.0 


180 
511 
299 


251.2 


990 


237.8 
172.2 


547 
597 


202.3 


1,144 



220.8 
306.7 
251.8 
840.8 
249.4 
216.8 
856.0 



272.4 



222.8 
241.7 
332.1 
268.8 
246.9 
275?8 
213.4 
208.6 
61.7 



248.8 



205.0 
191.4 
274.1 
260.0 
100.0 
276.0 
206.7 
826*. 
178.9 
176.7 
142.9 



207.9 



252.9 
147.9 
250.0 
148.6 



195.2 



183.5 
330.0 
200.0 



214.6 



231.1 



83 

in 

143 
127 

82 
80 



469 
841 
214 
421 
302 
315 
166 



2,218 



114 
222 
123 
309 
715 
623 
494 
258 
51 



2,809 



•68 

160 

152 

48 

39 

41 

61 

118 

527 

108 

133 



1,435 



293 

324 

19 

146 



782 



74 
25 
29 



128 



10,162 



Bushels. 



Bush. 

per 

acre. 



21,838 
40,853 
42,237 
37,100 
21,246 
22,920 



186,194 



53,774 
203,836 
100,328 



357,938 



205,241 
213,526 



418,767 



146,547 
140,836 

93,087 
170,255 

99,973 
134,871 

53,258 



838,827 



87,216 

86.363 

49,294 

110,444 

303,055 

200,229 

181,418 

85,694 

11,123 



1,064,836 



15,467 
40,124 
47,614 
16,225 
10,068 
9,922 
14,074 
37,030 
172,940 
31,918 
45,059 



440,441 



106,878 

97,402 

6,842 

42,079 



252,201 



17,884 
6,893 
7,012 



31,789 



3,690,993 



263.1 
289.7 
295.4 
292.1 
259.1 
286.5 



283.8 



298.7 
398.9 
335.6 



361.6 



375.2 
357.7 



366.1 



312.5 
413.0 
435.0 
404.4 
331.0 
428.2 
341.4 



378.2 



326.5 
389.0 
400.8 
357.4 
423.9 
382.8 
367.2 
332.1 
218.1 



379.1 



266.7 
250.8 
313.3 
838.0 
258.2 
242.0 
276.0 
313.8 
328.2 
295.5 
338.8 



306.9 

364.8 
300.6 
307.6 

288.2 

322.5 



241.7 
275.7 
241.8 



248.4 



353.4 





1 TURNIPS. J 

TABLE No. XXIII.— Showing by County MiinioipalitieB and groups of Counties tha area and produce M 
of Turnipa in Ontiirio in the yeara 1887 and IS8S, with the yBafly average for tlie seven years 1882-8 ; ■ 
alBO tlie avBrapa yield per acre. | 


^B 


1B8B. 


1887, 


Yearly avurage for tba 1 
seven years 1882-8. ^ 


^^H Uountiee. 


Acrea. 


Buah. 
BuahoU. 1 i>er 


146 
35S 
316 
1,149 
83 
210 


Bushels, 


Bush, 


Acrea. 


BuBheU, 


Bush. 1 
per 1 
acre. 


Essei 


404 

1,630 

281 

I9il 


38,200 
88,867 
164; 145 
727,306 
98,350 
79,(iOO 


200.0 
303,3 

446! a 
350,0 
400.0 


38,591 
61,306 
83,790 
319,698 
13,710 
44,100 


195.8 
337,6 
2«6,0 
278,2 
155,0 
310.0 


203 

346 
344 
863 
103 

164 


60,940 
117,800 
117,9S4 
346,414 
29,497 
58,306 


295,3 

341,8 

342,0 

401.4 

286.4 1 

356.6 ■ 






5^£rl-::;:::::::: 


2.098 


1,196,468 


399.1 

406,3 
393.4 
387.5 










I 




337 
6,683 
5,800 
12,610 






37a 
6,738 
6,079 


151,708 
2,651,133 
2,356,613 
5.161,444 




6,66( 
5,532 
13,481 


97,630 
2,^483 
2,191,706 
4,845,718 


337. S 1 
383,9 
396,2 
"3881 




2,193,621 
1,643,604 
3.883,536 


333,2 
383,4 
307,9 






13,197 


391.1 




9,458 
3,812 


3,348,133 
l,61U,4e3 


354.0 
398.6 


9,83E 
3,165 
13,000 


3,960,532 
640,628 


301,0 
202,4 


8,830 
3;244 


3,556,679 
1,208,120 


402.8 
390.9 


■SiniooB 


Totala 


13,270 


4,867,695 
896,050 


366,8 


3.601,160 


377.0 


12,074 


4,824,699 


399,6 


MiddloMi 

Oxford 


450,0 
477,1 


1,644 
5,105 
2,936 
4.637 
12,791 
5,234 
2,349 


459,219 
3,129,755 

999,726 
1.623,023 
4;iM;e44 
1,731,250 

770,895 


379,3 

SI:? 

838,6 
323,1 
330,8 
338.2 


1,656 
5173 
2,504 
4:743 
12,000 
5:il5 
3,331 


623,064 
2,237,713 
1,187,809 
1,813,281 
5,482,527 
2,063,391 

860,318 


376,3 

430,8 

474.4 

382.4 

425.0 

403.4 ' 

366,4 

414,1 










^ar-.:::::;;;::;- 


2,505 


6,796,216 433.3 
2,316,640 460.0 
626,660 330.0 


JDnflerin 


36,882 


I6,39S,159| 444.6 


34,686 


11,746,513 


338.7 


34,411 


14,248,103 


lonooln . . . 


3,215 
2,048 
1,626 
4;231 

13,721 

5:332 

3,S01 

- 175 

33,295 

97 
657 
337 

i? 

24 

120 

1,614 
608 
B66 


140,0831:486.4 
1,767,286, 549.7 


247 
2,722 
1,836 

3;344 
12,651 
5,148 
3,493 
104 


67.016 
805,249 
636,964 
345,525 
037.734 
3.771,010 
1,460,600 
864.518 
18,330 


230,8 
295,8 
341.7 
331.4 
380,4 
298.1 
281,8 
247.6 
176.3 


223 

2,274 
1665 
1,284 
3,047 
11.411 
5,052 
3,023 
110 


75,834 

l,093,fi68 

763,722 

461,491 


340.0 

480.9 
453.7 
369.4 




Halton 




665,684 
l,8.'i3,292 
B,973.7P3 
Z416,6I6 
1,446,623 
59,500 


409,4 
433,3 
469,6 
448.0 
401.7 
340,0 




Ontario 


4,408,713 386.4 




1,112.310 
35:353 


468.1, 
229 S 
401.3 




15,437,295 


463,7 


31,037 


8,876,835 


386,0 


28,088 


11,268,780 


Xennoiand Addington. 
Leeds and GnaiOlk'.'.'. . 


21,127 
132,733 
110,368 

28,700 

13,4110 
9,600 

47,473 
131.200 
494,015 
145,920 
207,653 
1,342,117 


217.8 
338,3 
327.6 
360,0 
230,0 
400,0 
395,6 
400,0 
306,1 
240,0 
366,7 
305,0 


161 
276 
242 
30 

s 

171 

288 

1,264 

638 

566 

-3,-664 


35,654 
53,994 
62,616 
5,250 
10,576 
28,350 
37,376 
148.800 
233,311 
102,320 
96,735 


220,8 
196,6 
258,3 
175,0 
235,0 
360,0 
218.6 
616.7 
176.7 
190,0 
170,9 


165 

374 
23( 

87 
36 

113 
365 
1,376 
577 
465 


39,253 
104,614 
82,464 
18,173 
20,666 
12,768 
42,787 
97,332 
461,531 
176,369 
154,128 


237. B 
279,7 
368.6 
393,1 
236,4 
364,4 
378 8 
367.3 
336,4 
3{B.6 


Storniont 














4,400 

3,306 

1.664 

329 

1,293 


804,680 


219,6 


3.740 


1,209,854 


J 


Tiotorin .. 


1,776,776 
426,816 
93,635 
346,136 

2,643,262 


465.0 
272 B 
284.3 
267.7 
373.8 


3,722 
1,284 
263 
856 
6.124 


1,016.287 
322,363 
63,325 
140,334 

1,440,199 


272,8 
173.2 

337,6 
163,9 


3,166 
1,093 
314 
761 


1,182,889 
346,877 
83;i43 
198,466 


373.7 1 
317.4 1 

264.8 
264,3 






HuTinif. 




7,091 


235,2 






340.3 








236.1 
390,0 
300,0 
289,0 


1,191 
488 
.S63 

2,041 


279.886 
118,340 
113,135 
511,350 


235.0 

242.5 
313.6 




382,9 
305.1 
346.7 




505 

485 

2,055 


1%,950 
145,500 
693,897 


693 
475 


180,930 
164,674 


w°» 


260.6 


2,032 


618,290 






113,188 






















- A 






^^H 


^M 










^^H 


^^^^H 





^^ RATIOS OF AVEBAGE PRODUCE. 

^^H total fields in 1888 to average of total yielda for the aeven years 


s the per cent, ratios oE 
1882-8. 


^^^H Counties. 


si 


i 


1 


1 


k 


125 
163 
161 
155 
146 
141 


136 
122 
137 
144 
209 
162 


« 
103 

7! 

9! 
124 
107 


1 

86 

la 

98 
66 
149 
8b 


!i 

103 
90 
86 
4[ 

51 


130 
101 
151 
106 
133 
121 


• 

II 


i 


e 

64 
75. 
139- 
210 

soft 

137 




102 

% 
87 
81. 
66 
72 


46 
85 
29 
46 
84 
18 














Elein . 

Norfolk 


134 

122 
121 
92 


130 
119 
161 
135 


187 
131 
67 
96 


160 
18!) 
248 
210 


164 
178 
307 
193 


G">"P 


104 


21 


130 

13b 
121 
118 


130 

139 
123 

lie 


129 

lez 

73 
168 


153 

162 
119 
100 






130 




122 

137 
106 
136 
123 

118 
139 


200 
105 
85 
116 


90 
101 


16» 

lot 

107 

107 

S4: 

120- 

-m. 

144. 
135- 
161 
97 
lOK- 

iia 
9r 


157 
151 
216 


74 
43 
41 
67 

70 
65 


91 
129 
123 
106 

79 
102 


79 
76 
92 
82 

81 
71 


^K H™" 






76| 31 


ia4 

80 
120 


126 

114 
109 




114 


169 


^H Grey 

^^M Simcoe 


78 
86 


55 


87 
95 


1 


197 
188 
191 

Is 

144 
171 
157 
96 
171 


73 

63 
67 

153 
149 
131 
144 
120 
107 
62 


» 
77 

106 
133 
113 
80 
86 
115 
M 


to 


ra 


1C3 






68 

83 
60 
87 
40 

82 
37 
83 


lOi 

13 
112 
132 
102 
109 


77 


m 


^^M Hiddlesex 




76 
87 
66 
67 
6S 
73 
53 


10 

1] 
» 

101 


120 
125 
148 
112 
131 
141 
133 


132 
124 
108 
134 
127 
123 
133 


136 166 


81 
76 
35 

65 
77 
68 


132 
167 
115 
130 

lie 

IK 


^H B»nt 

^^B Perth 


198 
20 

130 
97 
65 


127 
139 
110 
138 
116 


^B- wZi^™ 

^^m I>uSeriQ 

^^^ft Group 


VI 

1 

47 
99 
130 
62 


S8 

48 
34 
84 
81 

99 
83 
69 
64 


131 

130 
151 
136 
135 
140 
145 
119 

104 


la* 


129 


133 

133 
148 
117 
134 

1 


144 

164 
126 
205 
183 
162 
185 
108 
137 
169 


V4 

78 
118 

83 
134 

76 
131 
181 
106 
161 


72 


72 


131 

lis 

13E 
169 
169 
110 
128 
137 


138 

"m 

120 
178 
176 
113 
146 
106 
113 
161 


102 

"m 

115 

161J 
116 

.IS 
i 


116. 

186- 1 
162; 

161 

lot 

164- 
135 
118 
130 
33ft 




142 
120 
105 
75 
88 
35 
lUO 
UO 
94 


55 
59 
38 
36 
50 
62 
49 
67 


^" liVentworth 


123 
120 
131 

5g 

108 


125 
89 
fi7 
89 
67 
78 
61 


B^™. :■:::::■::::;::::::::;:::::: 

York 

Ontario 

Durham 

NorthomWland 

Friiice Bdwaid .'. 




126 

69 
84 
99 
90 
84 
125 
101 

1 


1 

113 

122 
99 
88 

111 
92 

109 
81 
84 


48 

19 
46 
46 
26 
6i 

*' 
3 


71 

1 


164 

145 
132 
167 
165 
119 
104 
120 

95 
144 

60 

107 


131 

69 
84 
70 
110 
70 
97 
79 
67 

a 

45 


95 

66 
61 
98 
166 
127 
70 
82 

73 
76 
113 


49 

43 
56 
95 
105 
113 
111 

53 
51 


141 

Ti 

119 
106 
76 
94 
97 
139 

n 

100 
80 
78 


132 


120 


137" . 

5+ 
137" 
134. 
168- 

«(. 

75- 
111 
ISfr 

lor 

8» 
136. 
Ill 

loO'' 
128- 
112 
174 






77 
120 
127 

91 
31 
56 
214 
58 
70 
34 
61 


130 
141 

Ut 

1 


Leed» and Grenviile 

Dundaa 


60 
17 
30 
S2 
78 
S5 
27 
14 
63 
47 


81 
99 
116 
102 
118 
*4 
98 
78 
96 




Praaoott 

Kussell 




Lanark 

Group 


«a 


100 


4 


77 
63 


143 

216 
96 
72 

152 


64 
73 
87 

-Si 


87 

98 
29 
100 
J50 

Tie 


71 

64 
47 

58 
-66 

94 
71 
110 


126 

1 


87 

179 
97 
26 

170 
157 

58 

S5 


TS 


75 

90 
203 
91 


73 
71 

112 
45 






106 

42 
66 


Peterborougli 

Haliburton 

Eaatinga 


7t 


91 
97 
79 


16S 


57 
26 
69 




66 
29 
271 




Muekoka 

Parry Sound 

AV"" ■■ 

Group 


82 
46 
112 


103 
100 
150 


96 84 
118 93 
128 215 


100 
66 
108 


^ 
^ 


64 

H 
118 


108 
70 
347 


136 
74 


^} 


80 


116 
117 


77 
71 


116 120 


62 
89 


136 


93 


88 


«a 


94 


lOgj 142 


115 


68 


n. 


I28{ 109| ISOi 1 




J 




^B 




^M 


^H 








^b 




^B 


^H 




^B 


^^^ 



^^^^■■^^^^^^1 


RATIOS OF AVERAGE PRODUCE. 


!■ 


TABLE Na XX7.— Showing by County MunioipalitiBB and groups of CouotLea the per cent. tatioB of | 


■ver»ge yieldi per acre in 188S to average yieldB per acre (or the seven 




^ 


n 


1 


107 


114 


1 

114 


1 


1 

119 


1 

1 
103 


i 


1 

96 


1 
1 

13? 


M 

101 


76 


^ 




109 no 


Kent 


101 114 


114 


IfK 




IOC 


iin 


83 12s 




IK 


101 


9^ 




Elgin 


BO 113 


!WI 


Wt, 


1«1 


1W 


11H 


98: 107 


86 


IKi 


m 


IB-, 


118 




86' 101 


nv 


W 


10H 


1?4 


ira 


106 133 




124 


116 


11^ 


111 




67 1 136 


isa 

124 
121 

132 


lli4 
117 
114 


91 
99 

ion 


lai 

127 
123 


133 
132 

lis 


96l 101 
106, 114 
103j 120 


49 
70 


142| 123 


125 
132 
112 


122 
113 

111 






ill 


117 
lOB 


132 


114 


T«inMmi 


117 


low 


^^ 


1261 82 


1S1 


76 


isa 


131 


111 


121 






10(1 


1(11' 


W 




^m 


121 81 


ini. 




107 


f»r 


Ht 


102 






























0"UP 


8(5 


m 


107 


101 


118 


99 


122 


70 


126 


76 


i« 


98 


93 


lOl 


<r/. 


iin 


«<jm 


81 


98 


92 


101 




ir. 


80 


80 


88 




-93 


no 

IH 


8H 
88 










64 
70 


126| 88 
124| B6 


90 
85 


103 

92 


Groap 


8S] 92 


81 


116 


92 


84 




RS 


% 


1W 




n\ 


113 


10(1 


IKfl 




143 


na 




120 




H< 


Hli 


Ml 


IO5I 1141 12s 


im 


77 


9! 


7! 


1(17 


MK 


HI 


HI 






% 


1(W 


10; 


118; 123 


Kl)' 


111 


V.V 




117 


r^ 


im 


108 
































































82 
80 


137 
120 


107 
102 


10b 


111 
163 


117 
100 


103 
95 


71 
128 


116 
9b 


78 

53 
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ACREAGE UNDER CROP. 

TABLE No. XXVI. — Showing by County Municipalfbies and groups of Counties the total area under 
crop (including Wheat, Barley, Oats, Rye, Peane, Corn, Buckwheat, Beans, Potatoes, Mangels, Carrots, 
Turnips and Hay and Clover) in Ontario in the years 1882-8, with the yearly average for the period. 



Counties. 


Acres under cop. 


1888. 


1887. 


1886. 


1885. 


1884.. 


1888. 


1882. 


Average. 
1882-a 


Essex 

Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk 

Ualdimand 

Welland . ..... 


152,211 
220,170 
172,972 
157,981 
143,110 
112,042 

958,486 


141,731 
209,760 
170,316 
158,987 
140,657 
110,625 


142,539 
213,327 
163,126 
149,639 
144,177 
107,818 


142,489 
214,348 
164,014 
150,016 
138,240 
110,258 


139,909 
203,471 
158,221 
151,136 
137,315 
109,451 

899,503 


183,467 
20:^,778 
167,957 
159,717 
143,981 
109,937 


125,235 
173,351 
163,117 
145,072 
135,399 
109,608 


139,654 
205,458 
165,679 
153,221 
140,411 
109,963 


Totals 


932,076 


920,626 


919,895 


918,887 


851,782 


914,386 


Lambton 

Huron 

Bruce 


181,074 
332,310 
287,834 


169,383 
333,226 
279,224 

781,833 

350,404 
305,780 


168,404 
328,396 
275,320 


170,240 
827,741 
264,737 


171,253 
320,819 
251,250 


159,725 
349,297 
281,104 

790,126 


152,787 
306,927 
250,859 

710,573 


167,552 
328,388 
270,047 


Totals 


801,218 


772,120 


762,718 


743,322 


765,987 


Grey 

Simcoe 


365,428 
324,815 


850,694 
296,462 

647,156 


850,267 
296,446 


340,838 
291,006 


368,928 
800,804 


353,270 
283,794 


354,261 
299,873 


Totals 


690,243 


656,184 


646,713 


631,844 


669,732 


637,064 


654,134 


Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brant 

Perth 


315,042 
221,770 
120,242 
231,622 
303,399 
167,647 
129,541 


294,600 
217,219 
123,499 
233,441 
299,848 
162,251 
124,518 


298.447 
210.386 
118,973 
227,250 
289,422 
162,489 
119, 102 


805,922 
215,493 
118,694 
231,255 
289,973 
163,017 
1*A393 


285,139 
208,492 
117,442 
229,897 
281,689 
157,933 
116,059 


809,525 
223,829 
124,662 
245,449 
295,770 
169,354 
123,174 


307,698 
210,651 
120,649 
221,700 
277,936 
159,544 
116,495 


302,339 
215,406 
1-20,594 
231,445 


Wellingfton .... 

Waterloo 

Dufferin 


291,148 
163,176 
121,755 


Totals 


1,489,263 


1,455,376 


1,426,069 


1,447,747 


1,396,151 

103,746 
140,809 
105,512 
155,536 
287,868 
234,996 
205,747 
215,769 
127,588 


1,491,763 


1,414,673 


1,445,863 


Lincoln 

Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York 


100,890 
143,818 
104,948 
168,759 
307,019 
256,140 
201,293 
219,481 
132,967 


102,570 
144,974 
106,601 
160,720 
802,072 
244,909 
198,462 
219,217 
130,456 


102,793 
143.029 
105,898 
157,939 
291,799 
241,869 
203,971 
217,006 
l:J3,203 


100,938 
139,371 
105,984 
157,563 
296,885 
236,760 
199,060 
212,299 
128,686 


105,206 
147,147 
111,294 
161,615 
295,127 
247,980 
212,057 
226,222 
183,993 

1,640,591 


96,175 
141,255 
105,162 
152,674 
296,330 
241,114 
204,779 
198,339 
120,278 


101,760 
142,915 
106,485 
159,258 
296,729 


Ontario 

Durham 

Northumberland 
Prince Edward. 


243,388 
203,624 
215,476 
129,589 


Totals 


1,635,315 


1,609,981 


1,597,507 


1,577,546 


1,577,521 


1,556,106 


1,599.224 


Lennox 8c Add'n 

Frontenac 

Leeds & Gren . . 

Dondas 

Stormont 

Glengarry 

Prescott 

Russell 

Oarleton 

Renfrew 

Lanark 


135,382 

143,075 

237,859 

89,077 

73,149 

91,431 

85,393 

45,240 

189,821 

168,348 

143,727 


141,308 

130,820 

•232,218 

82,917 

71,549 

85,813 

87,002 

50,772 

180,192 

163,689 

145,042 


142,074 

136,155 

241,882 

85,531 

72,935 

a5,671 

84,2^5 

49,947 

185,333 

163,814 

148,463 


136,608 

138,324 

226,582 

86,351 

71,875 

85,337 

85,516 

51,702 

176,762 

161,375 

147,594 


f34,693 

136,316 

229,244 

81,367 

71,596 

81,262 

i 79,367 

54,020 

176,350 

158,497 

138,210 


141,257 

142,096 

239,339 

87,955 

68,837 

82,925 

82,520 

58,865 

173,569 

165,129 

138,625 


141,610 

149,848 

229,283 

80,069 

73,702 

88,951 

74,791 

87,828 

180,410 

142,634 

135,284 


138,990 

139,519 

233,773 

84,752 

71,949 

85,913 

82,696 . 

49,054 

180,348 

160,498 

142,421 


Totals 


1,402,502 


1,371,322 


1,396,090 


1,368,026 


1,340,922 


1,376,117 


1,834,410 


1,369,913 


Victoria 

Peterborough . . . 

Haliburton 

Hasting^ 


174,676 

139,084 

21,516 

215,826 


174,256 

138,392 

19,634 

207,178 


172,710 

144,273 

19,869 

225,397 


171,278 

148,936 

18,798 

206,168 


164,639 

135,938 

17,452 

216,756 


172,418 

139,325 

19,013 

237,707 


167,791 

130,298 

19,922 

288,875 


171,110 

139,463 

19,458 

221,129 


Totals 


551,102 


539,460 


562,249 


545,180 


534,780 


568,463 


556,886 


551,160 


Muskoka 

Parry Sound.... 
Algoma 


40,441 
18,772 
29,008 


40,805 
15,687 
26,360 


39,849 
17,094 
24,521 


37,223 
21,375 
24,520 


35,850 
21.571 
22,494 


86,610 
28,330 
27,054 


25,238 
12,913 
25,578 


36,574 

18,677 
25,648 


Totals 


88,221 


82,852 


81,464 


83,118 


79,915 


86,994 


63,729 


80,899 


The Province... 


7,616,350 


7,429,084 


7,403,281 


7,350,443 


7,203,958 


7,542,628 


7,125,223 


7,381,566 
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RATIOS OF AREAS UNDEU CROPS. 

the various crops in Ontario in 1888 per 1,000 aorsfi of claarad land. 


i- 


1 

1 
15^.^ 

ao5.6 

160.9 
146. S 
16t,5 
137.7 


3.3 

7.3 
1.8 
1.8 
9.f 


21.3 
30.9 
16.9 
29.7 
67.1 
18.1 


1_ 

179.1 
122,9 


4.3 

2.9 


20.0 
53.7 
65.0 
77,9 
72.7 
27.3 


1 

181.1 
103.3 
G3.5 
73,6 
U.6 
45.0 


1 

1 

3.0 
2.5 
4.2 

18.1 
4.8 

10.9 


1 

2".l 
4fi.8 
3.5 
1.1 
1.0 
3.1 


Is 

3i_ 

196.0 
188.7 
181.3 
158.2 
237.8 
293.8 


i 

14.4 
10' 6 
j.0.7 
13.2 
7.2 
13.9 
lO 


If 

1.0 
1.2 

1.3 

1 

2.( 


.i 
.9 
.7 
.7 


1,0 
1.0 
1.6 
7.2 
1,4 
1.2 


781,7 
776,9 
641.1 
695.9 
720.5 
695.7 
"7TO 

641.4 
618.6 
656.1 




Norfolk 

Haldimand .... 

WelUnd 

G">'>P 


127.0-39.2 
134 2.8 
136.71 4.0 


1H1.7 


4.4 


30.3 


137.2 10.3 


52,8 








203.1 


1.0 
.9 
.7 


1-3 
13.5 
13.9 


137.5 
103.9 
80.6 


fi.l 
3.8 
17.0 


53 ( 
63 [( 


160, al 1.1 


41,9 
67,0 
91.5 


32.1 
3.6 
2.3 


1-3 

.f 


'.'4 


191.7 
182,1 
307.7 


10.7 
9.4 
U.l 


Brace 

Oronp 


166.7 


l.{ 


106.6 

43.4 
106,5 


8.9 

40,3 
60.7 


55,6 

39.1 
90.1 


167.6 

198.9 
160.8 


6^3 
2.8 


69.9 


9.5 


.6 


.4 


193.3 


10.3 


2.1 


.a 


10.6 


636.7, 


92.3 
71.0 


1.6 
3.4 


i 


.1 
.3 






i!fl 


n 




873.3 
098.7 


&e":::::;:- 

Group 

Middleaei 

Orford 


175. 9114. e 


1.3 
1.0 


8.2 


73.6 


49.7 


62.6 


181. S 


81. S 


1.8| .5 




201.9|13.6 


.8 

a. 2 

6.0 
2.1 
5.3 

,5 


13.1 


684.4 

602.7 

664.5 

711.7 

649.5 

698.2 ^ 

725.3 

713.1 


132.0 
114.9 

151.3 
111.9 

44.fi 
15H.3 

40.8 


2.6 
4.4 
0.3 
6,3 

16.4 
l.B 

94,8 


30.6 
56.6 
161.3 

48.7 
101.4 
91.0 
83.2 


163. 4 

ira.B 

109.8 
186.0 
195.9 
177 i 
192.0 


1.1 

4.9 

2;i 

2.0 
1.8 


64.9 
54.2 
62.9 
76.0 
91.1 
70.8 
71.0 


26.5 
31.0 
37.0 

2.8 
1,S 

'.1 


.8 
1.4 
3.3 

:i 

.2 

.4 


:5 

.3 
.2 
,1 
.1 
.1 


I73.5I1O.O 
173.7] 9.3 
169.013.1 
IBO.ljlO.l 
196.6 13.9 
183.5 12.4 
193.8,17,8 


.9 .'J.S 
1.418.6 
1.3,20.8 
l.llu 7 

.7i30.8 
1,8,81.8 

.8;13.8 




Dufferin 

Lbooln 

Wenlwortii .... 

gr.:: 


106.8 


13.2 


70.8 


175.3 


a. 6 










118 




1.1 


16,5 

1.9 
15.8 
13.4 

6.8 
10.4 
37.9 
19.0 
11.6 

1.0 


677.7 

037:0 
702.7 
760.9 
764.7 
709.6 
706.1 
737.0 


138.4 
133.0 
104.3 
83.0 
61.9 
14,0 

as!* 

6.3 


r, 

16.3 
US.l 
73.6 
66.8 
18.9 


32.6 
76.0 
99,2 
193.4 
176.9 
154,7 
317,0 
171,2 
245.4 


121.6 
14S.5 
126.9 
117.4 
172.4 
171.6 
130.2 
106.3 
70.5 


t.O 

6,1 
2.8 

3^3 
5.5 
13.6 
33.2 
41.3 


33.7 
80,4 
65.0 
66.0 
78,3 
86.3 
72. S 

67. a 
97.3 


■53.7 

9]9 
3.7 
4.7 
10.5 
7.9 
16.8 
39.2 


3.9 
3.3 
1.3 

1.6 
.6 
1.1 
6.3 
19.6 
41,6 


1.2 
.5 

.2 

.3 
.3 
1.1 

1.6 
2.5 


276,9 
208,3 
188.3 


13.5 
16.5 
9.4 


2.3 
3-3 
3.0 
2.6 

4.8 
2.3 

1.7 
1.6 
.7 


1.1 
1.4 
1.0 
1.1 
1.7 
1.1 
3.1 
1.3 
-7 


Tork 

Ontario 

Northumberland 
Prince Edward 

Q™«p 

Lennox & Add'n 

Ki ■"".:■ 

StormoDt 

Glengarry 

Preacott 

Bowell 
Oarleton ....'.!" 

Benfrow 

Lanark 

Group 

Victoria 

1 Petflrboroueh , . 
Haliborton .... 

HastingB 

Group 

MoBkoka 

Parry Sound . . . 
Algoma 

^^TOe Province... 


167.3 9.3 
151.813.9 
142.lill.0 
166.7; 14.8 
143.3 13.3 


B7.6 




160.9 








15.5 




.8 


170.0,14.3 






.5 
2.6 

!6 

.6 
.9 
.9 
4.1 
6.9 
3.3 
2.0 


716.9 

673.4 

676.8 
677.0 
670,2 
630.3 
614.1 

599:? 

648! 1 

496.3 


'd 

7.3 
1.2 
1.3 

■4 
2.i 

1.2 

5.S 


13.1 
37.7 
24.8 
29.6 
39.2 
53.7 
61.6 
41.3 
62.7 
83.3 
47.2 


184.3 

26!2 
42.3 
17.1 
18.6 
82.1 
23.3 
31.1 
7.9 
13. S 


1U.7 
142.7 
175,9 
219.7 
208.3 
221.4 
205.3 
212.1 
256.9 
178,6 
140.6 


,6.1 

4;2 

7.4 
2.1 
.1 

'.2 
13. 1 
16.6 
7,3 


40.8 
43.1 
IS.S 
12.0 
18. B 
31.4 
37.4 
35.3 
44.0 
73.4 
38,1 


14.6 
9.9 
18.1 
18.5 

'li 
10.2 
5.6 
7.1 
1.3 
5,5 


10.2 
6.2 
13.2 
11.7 
13.9 
8.2 
8.6 
7.5 
13.5 
3.G 
12.8 


.4 
1.2 

.8 
3.2 

2.3 
.6 
3.9 
1.4 
1.5 
1.7 
.7 


259.3 
301.6 
371.7 

Si 

278: fi 
236.9 
224.4 
264.1 
211.1 


13.6 
20.0 

17.9 
18.8 
17.1 
15.5 
17.0 
18.8 
32.2 
13.6 
11,6 


.5 
1.1 
.8 
.7 
.1 
.4 
.9 
.6 
1.6 
.3 
.1 


.3 
1.3 
,5 
.6 
.7 
.4 

2!3 
1.9 
.3 

.4 


3.6 


•H.8 44.1 


186,6 


8.4 


36.0 


10,2 


10.0 


1.4 


260.2 


16.7 


.7 


.8 


3.0 


634.6 


2B.4 
46.4 
6.3 
21.1 


91.5 
97.6 
41.6 
27.2 


164.4 

70,6 

9.2 

IZO.3 


189.6 
164.1 

218.0 
121.7 


4.3 

l!l 
27.5 


64.1 

52!* 
63.1 


3.7 

20;7 


1.6 
2.1 

e.9 

9.9 
6.4 


.3 

;i 

1.3 


148.6 

175.8 
391.8 
200.4 
184.9 


16.3 
13.1 
32.1 
15.8 


3.1 
1.5 
.1 
1.3 


1.6 
1,6 


16.3 


730.7 
616.6 


-f 


3.f 


636.6 


28. a 


65.4 


116.3 


151.3 


15.4 


69.1 


10.3 


15.1 


1.8 


1.3 


8.s( 666.7 1 


2.1 

"ii'.s 


ll.t 


8.6 
16,6 
15.7 


194.7 
180,9 
154.0 


6.3 
6,1 
13.0 


62.8 
47,0 
126.8 


4.2 
1.2 
3.8 


5,0 
A 
2.1 


l.S 

i.l 

,9 


435.9 
319.2 
303.4 


37. ^ 
20!( 


.7 

.3 
.7 


l.( 
1:1 


30.5 
17.1 
13,4 
17.4 


776.0 
633.3 
801.7 
14873 


7.6 


32.6 


79.2 


163.6 


7.6 
7.4 


74.0 


3.4 


3.0 


365.9 


25.2 


.6 1,2 


73.2 


61-6 


19,7 


5.1 


2.0 


203,8 


13.6 


1,9 l,o]l0.0 


673.6 


1 1 



RATIOS OF AREAS UNDER CROP. 



CountiBB. 


1 


d 


1 


1 


as 


1 


. 


1 
J 


1 


u 


1 

1 


P 


J 




1 




ITS. 7 
336.8 
174. T 
1B0.3 

170.7 
H7.6 


9.1 


14.3 

23.8 
17.2 
27.8 
76.3 
25. 3 


160.1 

119.3 
134 7 
119.8 
118.3 

122.8 


4.4 

2.3 
B.O 

33 : 

4!; 


21.6 
36.7 

46.3 
64.4 
66.8 
25.5 


170.8 
96.8 
68.4 
66.8 
10.6 
42.6 




1 ( 


196.9 
187.0 
189.6 
181.4 
253.6 
203.6 


16,9 
12.8 
1L4 
16.0 

iJ:? 

131 

13.2 
10.1 
11.9 

n.2 


i:J 

':] 

.S 

.9 

Xo 

1.6 
2.8 
1.0 
1.9 


'.1 


1.1 

1.3 


781. S 
763.! 




3.2'42.6 
G.O 4.2 
21.9 3.7 

4.0 .a 
11,3 4.9 




Norfolk' 

Welland 


.6 1.0 


693,; 
724,3 
706.6 


Group 




9.8 


39.6 


126.7 


9.1 

.9 
.6 
1.0 


44.6 


74.4 


7.911.61 211.1 

1.6 1.4 209.6 
.5 .2 180.6 
.8 .3 198.2 


.6 1.6 


717.5 




140.2 

136.7 
123.3 


27.6 
38.4 
34.9 


68.3 
.52.2 
47.0 


163.7 
145.3 
141.2 


36 2 
00.6 
89.7 


30.0 

3.; 


.7 1.2 

1.013.1 

713.6 

.0|10.7 


67B.1 


Brace 


664 fl 


Gionp 


132.8 

63.0 
124.0 

-86l 

160.4 
119.5 
184.« 
134.2 

66.9 
176.9 

66.2 

-i25-:6 

160.9 
166.2 
134.6 
118.6 
94.7 
31.2 
12.2 
33.4 
12.1 
75.1 


34.9 

83.4 

80.9 

25.3 
31.9 
7.9 
40.8 
Bl.S 
26.0 
118.4 


51.7 

45.2 
fill.l 
66.1 

30.0 
50. i 

60:i 
S3.: 

67!^ 


146.6 

15« 5 
140.0 
150.1 

140.3 
154.1 
106.2 
156.8 

lei.O 

148.6 
160.8 


.8 
l.( 

.9 
3.5 
6.7 

,« 
2.0 
2.4 
4,7 
3.3 

aj 

s'a 
6.2 
4.5 
8.9 

18.9 
37 6 
51,7 


65.6 


8.3 


.8 


.5[ 192.9 


656.5 




70!) 


.8 
1.8 


.6 
.7 


.2 313.6 
.3 168.9 


13.2 
16.5 


.7 

1.6 


1.0,16.8 
1.4[ 7 4 














Group 

Middlesex 

Oxford 


41. ( 

61!; 
63-8 
87.9 

^:4' 

-6973 


1.2 

22.2 
26.8 
29.2 
2.3 
1.4 

'i 


1.1 
3.0 
4.1 
.3 
• .3 

i 


.7 176.2I1I.6 
.8 186.3,10.1 


1.0 

^.0 
3.6 
3.1 

!:3 

3.0 

.7 

1.8 
2.1 

?:S 

4.2 
3.3 

l.fi 
1.5 
.7 


1.212.5 

. 3.3 
1.016.6 

1. 16.0 

1.213.7 
. 30.9 
1.4 23.3 

. ,13.5 


679 

607 
61fl 
721 

ni 

706 


3 








Wellington .... 

Waterloo 

Dufferin 


.1 
.2 
.1 


194.314.2 
184.612.B 
188.7|l7.9 


3 


Gronp 


39.9 


69.01 148.8 




186.4 


12.5 


TT 


15. S 


7 


Wantwortb 

Halton 


15.4 
129 
20.9 
66.1 
66.3 
143.9 

'Si 

39.1 

76.5 


60!( 
78.1 
149.4 
140.3 
11G.5 
172.3 
161.7 
2.12,0 
131,2 


119.11 
137.0 
109.5 
.121.8 
1.W.6 
143.9 
120.9 
96.4 
76,2 


31.0 
49.6 
61.8 
67.5 
67.4 
80.2 
79.6 
07. 
67.9 


44.1 

22.6 

;-5 




1.1 279.2 
.6 218.6 
.3 203.4 


13.6 
17.4 

a.9 


.8 
1.1 

.7 


1.6 
11-1 


6B6.2 
696.9 
642.4 




?.1 li 

36.4 36.8 


.41 X7T.4ia.8 
1,0 158.1112.4 
1.3 169.211.7 
1.7 173.014.1 
2-6, 166.5,13,8 




Ontario 

Durham 

Prince Edward . 


1.6,34.9 74S.9 
.8ll8.e 749.11 
.8,10.0, 711.6 
,3| .6 734.7 


Group 


^' 


26.6 
18.9 
17.8 
11.6 
4.6 
.4 


66.8 

43.8 
B5.8 
16.1 

24; 
45.6 
79.4 
64.9 
60.8 
87.3 
41.1 


13.0 6.7 


l.fi 302,1 
.9 273,5 
1.8l 263.0 
1.3, 379.3 


14.2 

18.7 
19<9 
18.3 
19.0 
18.7 

IS:! 


2.2 

.7 

.8 
.5 
.8 
.3 

[5 
.7 
2.0 
.4 

.5 


1.3 12 6 718.5 


Lennox k Add'n 

Frontenao 

Leeds AGren... 
Dnndas 

GlenRarry 

Prescott 


10.1 

S.4 
13.5 
9 6 
6.7 
5.0 

d 

6.4 
4.6 
11.4 


32,1 
43.0 
34.0 

36.7 
40.5 
6«,6 
67.8 
68.0 
83.2 
103.4 
51.8 


ft 

63^6 

21.4 
19.4 
29.4 
5,8 
9,7 


109.3 
132.0 

159.6 
323.7 
218.5 
220.6 
212.3 


11.7 
8.2 
13.0 
12.0 
11.2 
6.4 
Il-l 
5.9 
4.7 
2.0 


13.4 
7.7 
13,7 
11.2 
19.3 
7.8 
13.8 
13.3 
14.6 
6.0 
21.6 


.3 
.8 
.4 
.4 

i 

1.6 
2.0 
.5 
.6 


.8, 700.U 

^6 Sw'.i 
.6 656.4 
.8 646-6 
.3 fiS3.fi 

.!) m.i 


Carleton 

Renfrew 

Lanark 


223.3 24.8 
166.3,28.3 
128.718.1 


1.7| 220.722.9 
1.9 258.9ll6.0 
.8 2I3.7|I3.1 


■..3 tl9l-8 


Group 


as 


56.4 


45.5 


173.g|i7.1 


44.7 


8.2 


13.0 


1.6 »S2.4jl8.3| .8 


.7 


1.7.' 04U 

5>2] (iiiM 
12.31 75-J 


Victoria 

Peterborough... 

Haliburton 

Hastings 


39.3 
47.9 
3.9 

26.4 


141.6 
123.0 

50.4 


132.5 
66,4 
10,8 

126,2 


161.41 5.0 
137.9,16.6 

180.710.3 
127.4|45.7 


72:0 
65:* 


2.2 

4!a 
17.7 


1.7 
3.3 
9.3 
12.0 


]6 

.9 
.9 


161.2 
180.7 
381.3 
204.9 


13.1 

r. 

28:4 

22.6 
26.7 
14.4 


2.1 
1.4 

1.1 
.4 


'1 


Group 


34.7 


%.4 


108.4| 142.i;24.6 


64.2 


8.6 




.7 


191.4 


1.0| «..| 702.1 


Moskoka 

Parry Sound ... 
Algonia 


lit 


31.7 
62.2 
208.4 


11.71 179.5 
27.3 178.1 
18,6, 129.9 


8.7 
16.0 

5.6 


67.3 
62.5 

113.8 


4.7 
2!3 


6.4 

6.0 

2.1 


.9 436.2 
.5 359.6 
.3 312.0 


1.6 50,8 ;'JO.ii 
1.024,0. 7.j:.! 

.9 15.71 m: 


Group 

The Province. . . 


4.8 
87.7 


54.5 


17.6| 164.3 
70.11 146.2 




3.3 
17.3 


4.8 
5.8 


2,1 


380.3 
204.9 


1.3 
.9 


20,ll 


7M9.U 



TABLE No. XXIX.-Showing by County Municipalities and ftroupa of Counties the urea of pMtare in 
Untiiriu in the five years 1884-8 ; aldo tbo rate per 1,000 aumi cleared In the year 1888. 


Cuuntiea. 


1888. 


1887. 


1886. 


1885. 


1884. 


No. of 

clenrad in 
1888. 


&;;;;;;:;;;:;;::;;;:;■;;;::;:::;: 


27,663 
46,405 
611,137 
41,573 
33,726 
24,927 
239,330 


27.584 
48,229 
65.609 
38,178 
37,513 
23.474 


64.261 
80,037 
79,679 
47,308 
43.9,W 
33,681 


62.457 
89,292 
74,824 
60,528 
39,306 
32,216 


46,864 
69,097 
77,610 
44,788 
40,372 
31,066 


141.8 














Welluid.., 


154. 8 




340,686 


357,906 


348.323 


309,696 










63,157 
Hi;042 
103,080 
307,879 
134,at7 

79,l»t(8 


63.980 
136,339 

97,997 
296,316 


15a 711 
107,344 


140,784 
98,469 


141,378 
95,992 








Bruce 






356,981 


327,942 


328.101 


244.7 






130,069 
74,834 


145,408 
84.680 


138,009 
76.948 


1 3,244 
9,200 




Sinwoe 


171.9 


Totals 


213,926 


204,903 


230,088 


214,957 


3 3,444 


813.1 




169,160 
85,081 
37,981 
80,827 
gl,903 
32,460 
34,428 


165.443 
85,497 
27,827 
79,953 
84.409 
36.013 
33.118 


201,61>9 
104,404 
34,683 
93,925 
100.363 
36,393 
37,639 


183,945 
103.255 
34,402 
88,555 
93.601 
37,477 
34,960 


178,001 
104,277 
33,736 
86,036 
91.679 
36,702 
40,402 


304.6 


























1oM» 


504,840 


613.349 


607,906 


676.195 


570,833 


326.9 


Lincoln 

WmitworLh 


S7,32B 
38,521 
38,012 
37,307 
60,211 
57,188 
50,062 
60,775 
37,219 

406,620 
48,017 
52,689 

151,590 
38,042 
38,028 
38,978 
34,438 
24.766 
69,207 
67,373 

101,211 


25,764 
36,678 
38,1180 
36,9)0 
59,777 
61,748 
48,827 
84,267 
34,924 


31,583 
47,836 
39.353 
40,323 
70,393 
69,971 
53,979 
72.179 
40,072 


30.464 

43905 
39.315 
35.993 
68,306 
68^628 
56,059 
70.475 
41.021 


28,630 
44,379 
38,601 
HB67 
7M80 
67,030 
63,913 
63,609 
35,816 


183.6 
187.0 


















Prince Edward 


195.fi 
203.6 


Totals 


404,893 


465.687 


453,066 


438,011 


178.3 




61,131 
66.039 

142.604 
38,930 
36,033 
44,873 
32,943 
19,481 
75,490 
69.946 

U0,676 


65,471 
71,217 

174,649 
47.695 
42,724 
4H,ti86 
48,093 
23,477 
90,008 
72,794 

108,900 


67,813 
74.306 

168.109 
43.934 
39,609 
46,675 
42.499 
32,793 
82,394 
69,711 

107,631 


63, ni 

61,898 
154,231 
41.960 
39,376 
48,167 
37,637 
23,507 
87,307 
62.423 
105,237 










































349.4 




665,139 


667,03* 


791,014 


766,363 


724,344 


296,3 




38,258 
51,935 
4,974 
84.656 


40,763 
50,567 
5:112 
90.408 


47,718 

IS 

93,640 


49,735 
65,786 
5,494 
87,240 


47,941 
46,477 
5,023 
95,636 














245.8 


Total. 


179.823 


186,850 


200,988 


208,254 


195,076 


217.5 


Ktu ■. 


9,108 
4,336 
^604 


8,324 
4,042 
3,643 


9,187 
3,064 
4,620 


9,344 
3,869 
3,986 
17,199 


8,456 
4333 
3,693 
16,481 


174.9 








18,048 
2,635,604 


16,008 
2,528.939 


16,871 








The Prosinoa 


3,026,321 


2,911,199 


3,794,986 


224.3 



< incladed. Retumi of pasture land in 1887 





^H ORCHARB AND GARDEN. 

^^^ TABLE No. XXX.— Showing by County Mun ioipivlila™ and giovpa of Counties tlie area in Orchard and 
F Garden in OnUrio aa taken from the aasBBaors' rolls in the seveo yeara 1882-8, with the annual average 
1 for the period ; bIbo, the rate per 1,000 acres cleared in 1888 and the average for the period 1883-8. 


^^H CoantiHs. 


1888. 


1887. 


1886. 


1885. 


1884. 


1883. 


1882. 


1882-8. 


1,000 cleared. | 




1882-8 


r Kant."!!!!!.!!!! 

1 Elgin 


aoreH. 
6,91-1 
7,004 
8,850 
7.256 
4,222 

ajKS 


5,723 
6,695 
6,672 
6,826 
4,150 
7,101 
-37,067 


5.76B 
7.305 
6,696 
7,470 
4,541 
7,348 
—39:028 


6,015 
7,6!6 
6,881 
8,024 
4,528 
6,781 


5,814 
8,117 
6,951 
7,909 
4,765 
6,406 
39,952 


6,081 
7,432 
7,360 
7.935 
4,995 
6,281 


7,849 
7,640 
8,770 
4:891 
7,151 


5,959 
7,431 
6,994 
7,741 
4,583 
6,819 


30.4 

24,7 

32!o 
21.3 
42.0 


33. » 
27-ff 
27.8 
36.0 
SS.ft 
43.ft 

3i:» 


HftUimand 


Totals 

I Lambton 

^^ Uoion 

^■y Bruw 

^^H Totals 

^^V 

^^ Simcoe 


38.016 


39,844 


40,084 


42,700 


89.627 


28.6 


6.606 
8,09i 
B,7M 
20,342 


6.386 
8,46a 
5,020 


5,961 
8,539 
6,446 


5,696 
8,478 
6;851 


6,896 
8,624 
5,433 


6,031 
7,840 
6,027 
19,907 


6,490 
8,776 
6,213 


6,124 
8,403 

6,676 


23.0 
15.1 
13.1 


24. r 
18.5 
14.0 


19,874 


19,946 


19,935 


19,963 


21,478 


30,203 


16.2 1 17.4 1 


7,297 
4.323 


6,778 
41351 
11,139 


6,719 
4,378 


7,105 
4,450 


7,160 
4,417 


7.347 
4,881 


8,262 
6,086 
11,347 


^698 


13.4 

9.3 
11,5 


13.S 
lO.S 


11,630 


11,097 


11,555| 11,577 


12,338 


11,936 




L Middlesex 

1 Oxford 


9,800 
7,782 
4,004 
4. 250 

6,030 

ilsne 


9,309 
8,432 
4,334 
4,553 
4.406 
4,953 
1,410 


10,100 
8208 
4,488 
4,410 
4,643 
5,221 
1)234 


11,000 

IS 

4,636 


10,966 
8,728 
4,760 
4,964 
6,181 
5,450 
i;589 


10.634 
8,795 
6,260 
6,666 
5,136 
6,693 
11714 


13,242 
9,143 
5,213 
5,643 
5,790 


10,664 
6,636 
4,671 
4,874 
4,897 
6,263 
1,616 


18.8 
23.0 
23.7 
11.9 
10.0 
31.8 
7.2 
-[61 


21.x 
2B.7 
27.9 
14.1 
11.7 
SS.» 
8.S 


^K Perth 

^^^B WHilingtoii 

^^H Waterloo 

^^M Dofferin 

^H xouu 


30,534 

91291 
1,677 
4.491 
7,379 
1.953 
3,503 
6,511 
5,743 
53.881 


37.402 


38.304 


41,028 


42,800 


44,987 


40,330 


is.a 


7,863 
8,932 
4,661 
3,786 
6;B36 
5,351 
3,929 
6,478 
6,364 


8,059 
9.197 
4,603 
4,462 
8;i28 
6,398 
3,897 
6,436 
6,503 


8.075 
9,324 
4,991 

7!74^ 

3!826 
6,68: 


8,057 
9 340 
4,721 
4,000 
7,394 
6,457 
3,903 
6,406 
5,830 
65,113 


7,808 
9,529 
4,829 

9339 

6,757 
5,777 
67.358 


7,878 
8.134 
6,332 
4,556 
8,881 
6,734 

6:20: 
6,943 
68,659 


9)105 
4,816 
4,202 
7.943 
6,374 
3,984 
6,603 
6.365 


49.3 
46.1 
28.4 
18.7 
18.0 
14,8 
12.3 
30-9 
31.4 
23,6 


63.S 
44.4, 

29.0 
18.4 
19.7 
16.4 
14.7 

36.5 1 

2S.3 \ 


^^^r WHutwortb 

^" Halton 

1 Peal 

r York 

I Ontario 


1 Northumberland , . 
^^^^ Prino. Edward . . . 
^^■' ToUls 

^^f Lennox ft Add'on. 

^™ Frontenac 

Leeds & Grenyille. 
Dundaa 


54,080 


56,622 


56,796 


56,058 


3,704 

1,884 

21624 

962 

316 
227 
191 
655 

979 


3,840 

3,211 

2:968 

1,074 

888 

460 

371 

127 

31! 

B7< 


2,448 
2,170 
3,121 
1,170 

470 
220 
121 
43] 

1,011 
12,376 

1,729 
1,861 
171. 
4,889 


2,6n 

1966 

3,062 

1,262 

930 

635 

166 

164 

470 

841 

— ili« 


2,767 

2,164 

3,310 

1,338 

1,029 

634 

222 

113 

593 

1,043 

1,207 

14,320 


2,810 
2.343 
3,410 
1,313 
1,316 
704 
149 

in 


3,536 

3.148 

4,412 

1,212 

1,400 

983 

576 

322 


2,825 

2,269 

3,258 

1,190 

1,044 

634 

262 

166 

604 

634 

1,131 


13.6 
8.9 
6,4 
7.3 
8.0 
3.3 
1.8 
3.6 
3.0 
1.4 
3.4 

6.3 

8.8 
3.4 

13.3 

7.7 
.1 

5.4 
6.1 


14.2 

n.s 

8.S 
9.3 
9.4 
4.& 

a.3 

2.S 

a.s 

u 

-6^ 

8.0 
9.5 
3.» 
17. S 
-i3l. 

1:1 

4.9 

B.a 


Ptoaoott 










1,337 


1,311 
"^9;02S 


Tetala 


11,733 


12,401 


14,760 




1,266 

95 
4,589 


1.423 

1,829 

61 


1,818 

1,969 

37 

5,014 


2,399 
1,95J 

5,465 


3,032 

3,035 

78 

5.825 


2,379 
2,353 
190 
7,464 
12,386 


1,834 
1,983 
100 
6,646 


Peterborough 


Totals 




7,839 


8,911 


8,636 


8,838 


9,780 


9,960 


9,463 


403 

4 

196 


316 
7 

266 


303 

2i6 

609 


;i49 

56 
165 


S9f 

7( 


6( 
48 


99 
317 

46 
463 


349 
160 
529 


Parry Sound 

Algoma 

Totals 

The Province. 


578 


570 


616 


363 


180,657 


181,442 


186,616 


191,266 


193,837 


197,460 


213,846 


198,003 


16.0 


17.5 


..^ J 






^H 




^^ 


^^M 


^H 


^H 






^^H 



97 
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PART II. 



LIVE STOCK, THE DAIRY AND THE APIARY. 



LIVE STOCK. 



The condition of live stock in the spring varied considerably, according as the supply 
•of fodder had been deficient or plentiful. There was a great scarcity of feed in very 
many districts owing to the backwardness of the season. As a result, all kinds of live 
«tock, more especially cattle, were reported as unusually thin, though generally healthy. 
Where they had been well cared for they were in fine condition. The principal disease 
noted was horse distemper, which prevailed in many localities and caused numerous 
-deaths ; epizootic and strangles also affected horses in some sections. Where disease was 
•ajbsent horses were in better condition than cattle. A good many deaths among young 
pigs occurred, and the cold, late season was also unfavorable, though in a less noticeable 
^degree, to the young of other animals. Sheep generally wintered well and ewes were 
prolific. A few cases of lung and head disease in sheep were mentioned. 

In the Lake Erie group, more particularly in the counties of Essex, Kent and Elgin, 
and in a few of the West Midland counties, the condition of pastures at midsummer were 
most encouraging, but in the Lake Huron and Georgian Bay groups and in the eastern 
Ontario counties the unpleasant experience of last year was repeated. From Peel east- 
ward correspondents reported brown pastures, and in many instances hand-feeding of 
stock. Warned by the' drouth of the previous summer a number of farmers sowed corn, 
oats and millet for green feed, and thus supplemented what the stock could pick up in the 
rather uninviting pastures ; othars less prudent, actually started to feed cattle from the 
year's scant supply of hay — a fact which carries its own comment. Even in the more 
favored counties correspondents insisted upon the need of close economy in order to carry 
th^ stock in good form through the winter. In these counties there was a surplus of 
•dairy produce, as the flow of milk had been kept up, but in the eastern counties and the 
two northern groups of the west the yield of milk began to fall off about the middle of 
July. It was generally remarked, however, that notwithstanding the poor appearance of 
the pastures all classes of stock appeared to be in really good condition. 

Fall pastures were not in good condition, although much better than was expected 
when the August bulletin was issued. The great drouth of the early part of the summer 
left the fields very unpromising after cutting, but copious rains early in the fall revived 
the pastures to a considerable extent and gave live stock a supply of fresh, if rather 
«hort, grass. Oattle were ready to go into winter quarters in better form than was hoped 
for earlier in the season, but, in view of the scarcity of hay and fodder generally, many 
animals were parted with at a sacrifice rather than Uiat they should be kept over for 
«tall feeding. Sheep were sold freely during the summer, and only choice mutton was 
kept for the winter. A great number of young hogs changed owners in the fall, and 
many of these were purchased on foot by drovers for fattening. Those handling pork 
spoke favorably of the condition of the market during the fall. Not a single case of dis- 
-ease was reported among cattle, sheep or swine, and nothing was feared from the winter 
exoept that the scarcity of feed might keep the animals in thin condition. In a few of 
the western counties there was an abundance of coarse grains, or corn stalks, straw and 
Toots, bat everywhere there was a shortage of hay. 
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Horses. — The appended table gives the number in each of the three classes of 
horses by county groups, and for the province in 1888 and the preceding year, and the 
total number in each of the five years 1884-8 : 
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39,938 
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There has been an increase of 20,857 in the total number of horses in the province 
compared with the previous year, of which 4,303 are working horses, 6,473 breeding 
mares and 10,081 unbroken animals. An increase is observable in every group in the 
total number of horses, although there has not been an increase in every class. Working 
horses have decreased in the Lake Erie, West Midland and East Midland groups. 



Horned Cattle. — In the following table the number of cattle is given by classes 
in each county group and in the province for 1887 and 1888, together with the total 
number in each for the five years 1884-8 : 
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• 



The total number of horned cattle in the province in 1S88 falls below that of auy 
since 1884, and is lean by 19,626 than in 1S3T, the decrease being divided between 
rorking oxen, store cattle and young animals, while an increase of 33,23S is noted in the 
lumber of milch cows. In the lost named class an increase was observed in every dis- 
lirict, showing that notwithstanding the poor pastures of the previous year farmers wore 
not parting too readily with their milking stock. In store cattle a decrease occurred in 
ihe West Midland, Lake Ontario and St, Lawrence and Ottawa counties. Young cattle 
exceeded the numder reported in 1S87 only in two groups — the Georgian Bay counties 
Kod the Northern Districts. The greatest tailing off in the total number of cattle took 
place in the Lake Ontario and West Midland groups, but in four of the groups an increase 
'as made over their totals in 1887. Milch cows conatitote 40,5 per cent, of the total 
sattle, fi-om 30.3 per cent, in the Lake Huron counties to 52.6 in the St. Lawrence and 
Ottawa group. 



— Following is a table showing by <:lasses of coarse and fine woolled sheep, 
e number over and under one year in the province, and by county groups for 1887 and 
; also, the total number in each of the five years 1884-8 : 
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The Wool Clip. — ^The clip of coarse and fine wool is given by county groups and 
•for the province for the years 1887 and 1888 in the following table, together with the 
average total clip for the seven years 1882-8 : 
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The total wool clip of the province exceeds that of 1887 by 32,778 pounds, there 
being a decrease in coarse wool of 76,910 pounds, and an increase in fine wool of 109,688 
.pounds. The clip of coarse wool exceeds its record of the previous year in the Lake 
Huron and West Midland groups and the ^Northern Districts, but an increase in the 
-clip of fine wool is reported in every district. The new settlements comprising the 
Northern Districts show an increase over the average total Jclip for the seven years 1882-8, 
but in all the older groups a decided falling off" is noticed. This is due, however, to the 
-decrease in the number of animals, and not because of any decline in the weight of the 
average fleece, as will be seen by the following table, which gives the average weight 
,per fleece for 1887, 1888, and for the seven years 1882-8 : 
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Coarse wool was lighter by .06 lb. per fleece than in 1887, but exceeded its average 
ior the seven years 1882-8 by .08 lb. Fleeces of fine wool, however, averaged .06 lb. 
heavier in 1888 than in 1887, and .15 lb. more than in the seven years period. The 
best averages for coarse wooUed fleeces were in the Lake Ontario and Lake Erie groups, 
being 5.98 lb. and 5.91 lb. respectively, while the lightest average clip, 4.92 lb. was 
returned in the St. Lawrence and Ottawa counties. In fine woolled fleeces the Lake 
Huron group led, the average being 5..66 lb. per fleece. The St. Lawrence and East 
Midland counties, however, showed only 5.04 and 5.05 pounds per fleece. The average 
weight of coarse wool exceeds that of fine wool by 3 lb. in ten fleeces. 



OGS. — ^The number of hoga in hadh group and in the province in 1887 and 1 
giTen by classes in the appended table, together with the total for each year since 
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There has beeaa decrease from 1887 in the number of hoga of 13,738, There are fewer 
awine in the province than in any year of the bureau's existence. An increase in the 
noinber of old hoga ia noted only in two districts, while five groups report an increase in 
the class under one year. Swine raising ia carri«d on most extensively in the com grow- 
ing counties of the Lake Erie group, where nearly 23 per cent, of the hogs of the province 
are reported, and the West Midland and Lake Ontario districts come next in order. 

PODLTBV. — Domesticated fowls, tike cattle, have a dual commercial value of fiesh, 
and product. In the following table no reference is made to the egg product, but the 
number of birds is given in their claases by county groups for 1887 and 1888, together 
with the total for the past five years : 
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Taking the totals for the province a decrease is observed in every class of poultry com- 
pared with 1887, there being a falling off of 73,579 in the number of turkeys, 50,229 in 
geeae and 150,439 in other fowls, making a total decrease of 274,247. Of thia deoreaae- 
the Lake Erie and Lake Ontario counties are accountable for 228,713. 
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Proportionate Numbers of Live Stoo k. — The following table 
gives the average number of the various classes of live stock per 1,000 acres cleared, by 
county groups for 1888 : 
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Horses show an increase over 1887 and also over the average for the seven years, 
but all the other classes fall below their ratios for both periods. The highest rate for 
horses on the basis of 1,000 acres cleared is found in the Lake Erie group, the Lake 
Ontario counties coming second with five head less. The Northern Districts though 
lowest in the rate of horses, leads in the rate of cattle, followed closely by the Lake Huron 
counties. The rate of sheep is greatest in the Georgian Bay group, with the Northern 
Districts second. The proportion of hogs in the Lake Erie counties is nearly double that 
of any other group, 265 being the rate in Essex. In poultry the rates range from 487.9 
in the Lake Ontario group to 645.6 in the Lake Erie counties. The latter group leads in 
rates of horses, hogs and poultry, while the Lake Ontario group has the lowest proportion 
in cattle, sheep and poultry. 



FROM THE MAY BEPORT. 

Robert Manery, Mersea, Essex : All stock have done well with the exception of cattle that were fed 
out of doors and had no shelter. They consumed an unusual amount of feed, and came out the poorest 
we have had them in a long while. There has been no disease but *' hollow horn." We are pretty nearly 
cleaned out of fodder. 

Alex. Young, Harwich, Kent : All live stock are healthy, and horses are in good demand for the 
American markets. Cattle are thin owing to the scarcity of feed and late spring. Sheep have wintered 
well, and have produced an unusually large number of lambs. Figs are generally healthy, although some 
complain of the young ones dying. 

Wm. Clark, Aldborough, Elgin : Horses are in good order, but cattle as a general thing are thin, 
though in good health generally speaking. Some sheep are very thin, while others are in ordinary con- 
-dition. No disease has appeared but horse distemper, but it has not been of a very serious nature. 
Fodder is scarce as a general thiuGr. 

James Watson, Moore, Lambton : No serious diseases have been reported among horses, cattle, sheep 
or pigs. Some colts died soon after foaling— from weakness or general debility. There is a great scarcity 
of fodder. Some have had to buy hay who imagined they would have more than they would require, and 
very little feed will be left over tnis year. On the whole stock vdU go on the grass in a lean condition, and 
will have to go before the grass has got a good start. 

John Wright, Goderich, Huron : The condition of live stock varies a good deal. Horses generally are 
in fair condition, although some have been affected with distemper, and a few mares and colts have died 
this spring. Cattle are poor and thin, owing to the scarcity of fodder with a good many farmers, but sheep 
and pigs are in good order. Fodder is rather scarce this spring, owing to last summer being so dry. 

James Johnston, Carrick, Bruce : Horses in many cases have been troubled this winter with influenza 
or a mild distemper, and are out of condition on that account, although but few were lost. Cattle generally 
are not in as good condition a<t usual ; perhaps the scarcity of turnips may be the cause of this, as there is 
no scarcity of other feed. Sheep and pigs have done well. There is plenty of all kinds of feed except 
roots. 

George Binnie, Glenelg, Grey : Horses generally are in good condition. There was a good deal of 
distemper during the winter, and also a good deal of another disease which manifested itself in a swelling 
of the legs and up into the body, and which sometimes proved fatal Cattle, sheep and pigs, are in ordinary 
condition, strong and healthy if not very fat. Fodder did not seem to have the " last in it that it usually 
has for the same bulk, still, generally, there was a suflScient supply for all purposes. 



John McPheraon, Lobo, Middl^aex : I heard a, person onoe renurk thU when he starttid in life be had 
nothing, and that he had held his own reinarkably well ever since. Now, that it about the way with the 
«took this 8]iring'— they went in winter quarter* very thin and they hava come out about the aame. There 
has been no dineaae except diatemptr among the horaefl, but a great niany young piga I think were lost 
oving, I believe, to the cold wEather. Fodder was very scarce, but fanners used economy from the start, 
and therefore managed to pull through. 

F. Malcolm, Blandford, Oxford : The condition of live stock is not eqnal to former years. Some 
explain that this ib partly due to the fact that the quality of rough feeds is not as good an utual. In no 
department of live stock is the condition up to the average. Otherwise stock is in a healthy condition. 
The generality of farmers are scarce of feed, and are praying for early grass, 

John McDonald, Garatraxa W., Wellington : The condition of live atock is fair. There has been 
some kind of epidemic among horses, and some have been lost. There have also been many deaths amongst 
oolts this spring. There lias baen a sulBciency of feed in this section. 

Geuige Hart, Saltfleet, Wentworth : Horses are thin in flesh, but in general good health. Cattle are 
going out Uiii spring as jKior as I ever saw them. Sheep and pigs have wintered well, and there has been 
no disease of any kind. The supiily of fodder was short, and some turned oiit their stock bafore the grass 
got fairly started, 

Alex. McCowan, Scarborcugh. York : Live stock are in very lair condition with some few exceptions. 
A good many pigs in this neighborhood have gone tame. They seem to loose all power of themselves, and 
-do very little good afterwards. I do not know the cause unless the pea meal feed has been too strong for 
them. On the whole there has been a aafficient sup;ply of fodder ; some have had to bay, while others were 
aUe to sell. 

Franklin Jones, HilUer, Prince Edward : Live stock are rather thin in Beeh. and in many cases poor 
wid weak. No special disease has iirevailed. although more than an average number of cases of sickneea is 
obKTvable amongst both horses and homeit cattle. There were a few casee of horse distemper. There was 
enough fodder for winter feed, but a remarkable scarcity for March and ApriL 

John Sharp, Ernnsttown, Lennox and Addington : Live stock of all kinds are rather thin in flesh and 
i»e»fcly for the want of sufficient good feed. Horses have had some diittemper, but not of a fatal character. 
Moct of our farmers have had to feed sparingly on account of scarcity of fodder, and many had to bny 

Ambrose Derbyshire, Bastard, Leeds and Grenville ; Live stock in general (miloh cows especially) 
look unusually thin this spring on account of an insufficient supply of food, many farmers feeding vel7 
nutringly. Horses are looking as well as usual, and so are sheep and pigs. Oats and liay are very scarfs. 
There will be enough, but little to spare. There are a tew farmers this year, as in other years, who will 
f»?e Boine hay loft, but the great majority will have none to apute, and Bonie will have to buy. 

James Clark, Kenyon, Glengarn' : Horses, cattle and sheep, hava wintered well. A disesfle has 
tooken ont in the neighborhood by which some farmers have lost five or six head of cattle. The disease 
W»s rot in tlia lioof and upwards, and the stench in the stables in which the*e animals were was almost 
unbearable. IJo veterinary examined them. Fodder is sufficient for all purposes. 

James S. Caimduff, Harvey, Feterlxirough : Horses and cattle are looking rather slim, but isheep and 
pigs are in fair condition. Horses had the distemper in adjoining localities, but all recovered. Fodder 
waa not as plentiful ae usual, but experience taught the farmers not to waste it in the fureiiart of the winter. 
^Hiere was enough for home supply. 

John B. Morton, Huntingdon, Hastings : Horses have sutfered from a distemper which oaused the 
loos oF some Gne young animals. Cattle, owing to the scarcity of coarse gruns, are very thin but healthy. 
Very few sheep are raised in this section. Pigs are in very good condition. Most of the farmers pinched 
through; but to the injury of their stock. Straw wbb ahundant, but coarse grains and hay 



James Early, Chaffey, Muskoka ; There has been a di^'ease among live stock. Their tails got diseased, 
' jteSected their spines. They coulil not get up without help, and most of those attacked died. There 
a plentifol supply of fodder throughout the winter. • 



E. B. Tola, Harwich, Kent : Pastures have been good i 
are in good condition and the prospect is good for fall and ' 
li)^ many years — at this season. 

Samuel Williams, Southwold, Elgin ; Pastures are no' 
thi* spring. The condition of cattle is reported s- ■- 
■npply of dairy produce is fairly good. 

G. W. Newman, Walsingham, Norfolk : Pastiu^es are good, as there is just sufficient rain to keep 
IbiDg* nicely growing. Live stock are in good condition. Hay will be scarce, but there will be an 
ladnndance of coarse feed. Farmers ore turning their attention to the dairy more than formerly. 

Frederick Mehlenbacher, Runhain, Haldimand : Pastures are miserably poor. Live stock are in very 
fair condition considering the state of pastures, but numbers will have to be sold owing to the shortage of 
■gttm an I the scarcity of hay. The supply of dairy produce is much below the average. 

A. A. Myers, Somhra, Larobton : Pasture is not very good on account of lack of rain, but live stock 
look extra well. There will he plenty of fodder, and there is every prospect of an abundant supply of dairy 

George Hood, Morris. Huron : Pastiu'es are very bare, but nevertheless Cattle are in good condition. 
'The prospect for fall and winter keep is by no meDbs bright. Cows have failed very much in theii yield 
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Wm. Whitelaw, St. Vincent, Grey : There is little or nothing on pastures. Live stock were in good 
condition until the middle of July when pastures gave out. If the rain continues, fall feed will be good, 
but winter feed will be scarce. The Hupply of dairy produce is about 80 per cent, of what it was last year. 

George Sneath, Vespra, Simcoe : Pastures on high lands have been dried out for weeks ; consequently live 
stock is in poor condition. The prospects for fall and winter keen are very poor indeed, as there will not 
be nearly enough fodder to keep the stock through the winter. Farmers would gladly «jell, but cannot find 
purchasers at any price. The supply of dairy produce has been much under the average. 

• 

Malcolm Campbell, £kfrid, Middlesex : Pastures are very good as they have been kept fresh by- 
frequent rains. Live stock are in very ^ood condition, but there is rather poor prospect for winter supply. 
Some have sown Hungarian srrass seed in their summer fallows to supplement the lack of hay. Our cheese 
factory has done fairly well, and milk is still keeping up the supply. 

J. W. Whealy, Nissouri E., Oxford : Pastures have been very bare, but this week's rains will freahen 
them up. Live stock are in good condition, and the prospects for fall and winter keep are middling. Aa a 
large quantity of oats and com are grown the loss of tnr hay crop will not be so keenly felt. The supply of 
dairy produce is rather light, although "better than last year. 

D. McDiarmid, Brantford, Brant : Pastures are short and stock is thin, yet the prospects are good for 
fall and winter keep — on account of western corn and millet being sown to a great extent. The supply of 
dairy produce is rather short. 

John Campbell, Blanshard, Perth : Pastures have been very bare, consequently stock are in poor 
condition, but the jirospect for fall feed is better. The creamery in this section was poorly supplied on 
account of the drouth in the early part of the season. 

George Gushing, Arthur, Wellin^on : Pastures are in bad condition and have been all summer. 
Cattle are almost ** spring poor," but since the rain came the fields are getting green again and the proepecte 
for fall pasture are fair. Winter feed will be scarce. The supply of dairy produce wul be short. 

Christian T. Groh, "Waterloo, Waterloo : Pastures are short, but will keep live stock in thrifty 
condition. There will be no fattening on pasture, however, except on low lands where meadows are damp^ 
While stock is in fair condition, many farmers will sell off their lighter stock and fatten none but the beat, 
as it pays to feed only choice cattle for the British markets. 

Matthew Varcoe, Amaranth, Dufferin : Pastures have been very poor, but the late rains have freshened 
them some. Live stock are in very poor condition, and many are wondering how they are going to keep 
their cattle over the winter. 

Isaac A. Merritt, Grimsby S., Lincoln]: Pastures are short on account of dry weather, and consequently 
live stock are not doing well. There is not a very good supply of dairy produce. 

Robt. Inksetter, Beverley, Wentworth : Pastures have not been very good. Had it not been for greeo 
fodder cattle would have been hard up. They are now getting in fair condition after the short fare of last 
year. Dairy produce will not be up to the average quantity. 

Colin Cameron, Nassagaweya, Halton : Pastures could hardly be an^r worse, as they are completely 
burned up, and there is no fresh clover to take its place for fall pasture. Live stock are in fair conditioo, 
but fodder is going to be scarce and dear. There are very poor prospects for much butter. 

Wm. Kersey, Toronto Gore, Peel : Pastures are very scant. I never befpre saw live stock in so thin a 
condition, and the prospects for fall and winter are not very bright, as hay and straw will not make one- 
half of a good average crop. 

Thos. Ramage, Etobicoke, York : Pastures are poor. Live stock are in fair condition. For fall keep 
the prospects are better than they were last year, but for winter keep it will require great economy. 

Robt. H. Shipman, Brock, Ontario: Pastures have improved since the rains of August 3rd. Live 
stock are in fair condition. There will probably be plenty of pasture from now till winter, but farmers will 
have to economize in their hay and straw for winter. The supply of dairy produce is smaU. 

W. G. Rundle, Darlington, Durham : Pastures are very short, yet stock are in as good condition as 
could be expected. Hay was very 'short and straw was not very plentiful, and 'feed will not be too 
abundant. A great deal of western corn has been sown, which will partially supply the lack of other 
feed. 

John Williams, Hamilton, Northumberland : Pastures are very poor, and live stock are not in good 
condition. The rain has given the burnt up pasture fields a little start, and should we get frequent showers ! 
live stock may hold their own, but not otherwise. The prospect for the winter is a dreary one for a great 
many, owing to the great deficiency of both hay and straw. Butter and cheese are both scarce. 

S. N. Smith, Sophiasburg, Prince Edward : Pastures are very poor, having been burnt up bv drouth^ : 
and stock are looking thin. Many are planting western com and sowing seed for fodder for the winter 
since the rain. The winter will be a tr3ring one, as most farmers are short of feed for their stock. 



C. R. Allison, Fredericksburg S., Lennox and Addington : Pasture is very short and stock as a „ 
eral thing thin in^flesh. The shortage of fodder will be felt very keenly by many farmers this winter, 
unless they can dispose of a large portion of their stock or import fodder from outside the country. 

R. J. Dunlop, Pittsburg, Frontenac : Pastures are in a very bad condition. Live stock are sufferinjf ! 
for want of pasture and in many instances for want of water. Cattle are consequently not in good condi* 
tion, and the prospects for fall and winter keep never were worse in this section. Dairy products are short ^ 
of an average. 

Isaiah Wright, Augusta, Leeds and Grenville : Pastures were in good condition in the forepart of' 
the summer, but lately are poor. Live stock are in good condition as farmers are begining to feed greei! 
corn. Dairy produce is falling off very much. 
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Wm, l£.yie, WilUameburg, Dundaa : Ptnturea are ncett; well burned ant. ' Live stoak lire louldDK- 
better than one would expect judging by the poaturei. Winter foddet will be yery scarce andldear. The 
supply of dairy produce iN not large, but equal to laeb year, 

P. A. Slawart, Lochiel. Glennarry : Paaturaa are dri^ generally. Live stock are in fair condition. A 
large quantity of corn has been grown for green fodder in order to Hnpplenient pasturea during the dry 
weafllBT and keep np ths flow of milk. There will be plenty of feed for fall and wintsr and some tu niiare. 
There ia not njuoh buttur exported, a» most of tbe milk ia made into cheeae. 

Jofceph Kyle, Hawkesbury E,, Preioott : Paaturaa are in about the aame condition m last year, but 
recent abowers will improve them. Live stock have fallen off a good deal, and Home farmers are already 
feeding hay. Thert ia a proaiiect of fodder being scarce during the winter. The ftow of milk haa fallen off 
from 26 to 50 per cant. 

Edmund Byrne, Burgess, Lanark : Pasturea are tha poocest we have ever had, as the drouth and 
grarahoppera liaveleft acareely anything. Oattle are in poor condition and nearly every person wants to 
aell owing to the likelihood of^a Bcareity of feed in winter, 

John Campbell, jr., Mariposa, Victoria : Pastures are browu and bare. Live 'stock arf in medium 
condition, and the proaiiects for the future are that feed muBt be carefully saved from the start, so aa to tide 
over the winter. The supply of dairy produce ia short. 

John Moloney. Douro, Peterborough ; Paatures are in miaerabla condition on account of the voty dry 
BsaBon. Live stock ore only in fair condition fur want of good pastnre. The prospects for keeping live 

ffall and winter ia very diBheortening as feed ik going to be very 
dairy producn will be small. 

D. Galloway, LuttecwJrth, Haliburton : Pastures are medijim to good. Live stock is in fair condition 
I think there will be plenty of feed tor fall and winter, owing to the abundance of wild hay. 

Charles Anderbon, Tyeodinaga, Hastings ; Paatunw are very poor on account of the excessive drouth 
and at one time it was feared that tbe graaa waa killed at the roots ; but latterly we have had some fine 
nins, and pasture fields now begin tu show a shade of green. Live etook are not in good condition, and 
tbe proapecta for winter keep are gloomy indeed. Moat tanners will either have to buy feed lai^ely, or 
else get rid of part of their stock. The supply of dairy produce is falling off rapidly. ' W^'"- * 

A. H. Smith, Monck, Miiskoka ; Paatures are fairly green and improving. Live atock are in good 
condition, and careful feeding with the u»e oE the chaff cutter will enable fannara to pull through the winter. 
The supply of dairy produce is limited, with good prices. 

Hugh Jackson, Humphrey, Parry Sound : Pastures are in a very poor state. Cattle pasture very 
muoh in the wnods and are in very good condition. There is a good supply of butter, but no cheese is ' 



Arthur J. Arner, GosEeld, Essei : Fall pastur«B are in fair condition. SThey have been muoh 
improved since Sept. 15. Cattle, horaes and sheep have been doing well during the past month. Cattle 
and sheep are eeldom fattened except on grass. Hogs are doing well. Most farmers are alive to the fact 
that early feeding pays, and many of them feed pease and barley as a start. The supplies for market are 
large. The winter supply of fodder is quite anfflcient. 

Robt. Wilkie, Harvrich. Eeut r Fall paatures are very poor, but 
many cattle or aheep are being fattened, but a great nu.mbar of hoga ai 
is plentiful. 

W . W. Wells, Woodhouse, Norfolk : Fall pastures have been good. Li ve stock is in very good condi- 
tion ; all beefing stock are doing Gnt-clasi!. Sheep are in the beat condition we have had them for many 
years. The prospect for winter fodder is not bright, but if care is taken there may be enough. Large 
quantities of fodder corn have been raised. 

G. E. Fitzgerald, Rainham, Haldimand : Live stock are looking very well, but are not likely to fatten 
until houaed. Cattle are moatly sold in summer and fall. Winter lead will be aoaroe. Lambs are nearly 
all sold. There are a lesa number of bogs than usual. 

John B. Cohoe, Wainfleet, Wellond : Pastures are in better oondltion than last fall, and live atock are 
in very fair trim. Cattle do nut fatten well this fall, and a great many have been offered for sate at pricea 
lower than for yaara. Sheep and hoga are very scarcB. From present appearances I should say that beef 
will be plenty but mutton and pork short. There ia plenty of coarae feed to take the atock through the 

James Watson, Moore, Lambton ; Pastures aro very poor, as the rain did not come soon enough. 
After tbe ground waa moistened the temperature of the atmosphere was too low for vegetation to make 
rapid progress. Stock are healthy, but rather thin in flesh. Hay is a light crop. Rough grains such as 
oats, pease and barley, are plentiful. 

John Burgeas, Turnberry, Huron : Pastures are good and live stock are now doing well, but auttered 
fnim bare pasturea in July and August. Hogs are not kept largely on account of milk being mostly sent 
to the obeeae factories, but what there are are doing walL Sheep have been mostly marketed. Fodder 
will be very ai 



John Morlce, Normanby, Grey ; Fall paatures are very good, yet live stock are 
U'ne fattening process has just commenced. Sheep and hogs are hsalthy, and there is tl 
for market. The supply of fodder is very smaU. 



Samuel Taylor, Orillia, Simcoe : Fall paetures have had neit to nothing, there was so little growth 
owing to the nigbta being cold. Live atock are in usual condition. There will be plenty of stock for the 
market supply. Fodder will be scarce. 
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Adam H. Secord, Dorchester N., Middlesex : Fall paHtures are about done for this fall. Live stock is 
looldnfT well. There is not much fattening of sttxik here as this is a dairy country, and hog^ are sold alive 
throughout the season. If the winter is not too long, we may get through with great care m feedmg. 

James Anderson, Zorra E., Oxford : We have had no pastures for the last two months. Stock look 
well, as plenty soiling crops »re gro^^n. All live stock are in as good condition as is usual at this time of 
year. Tne winter supply will be less than usual, as a good deal of stock has been sold to be fed elsewhere. 

D. McCormick, Brantford, Brant : Pastures are poor, and live stock are in a similar condition. Very 
few are fat, and many have suffered from lack of pasture. There are very few sheep in this section, but 
they are all in a good condition. Hogs are scarce, but they, too, are in good trim. There is a great 
scarcity of fodder. 

Wm. Gourtice, Fullarton, Perth : Pastures are about done. Live stock look middling, and some people 
have put up their fat cattle. But there will not be nearly so many fatted this winter as for some years 
past, grain and hay being so dear. Sheep are not popular, wool being so low in price. Hogs are doing 
well and are in favor at fair prices. There will not be a large supply of fodder generally, although there 
is plenty of hay. 

Duncan McFarlane, Puslinch, Wellington : Fall pasture is short. The most of the live stock will be 
stall fed. Cattle are thin. Sheep and hogs are good. The prospect for the winter supply of fodder is 
good, with the exception of hay. 

Christian T. Groh, Waterloo, Waterloo : 'Fall pasture is short, although live stock are in good, thrifty 
condition. We start about Nov. 1 to put up cattle for feeding. Few sheep are kept in this section and 
only a few hog^ for local consumption. There will be a sufficient supply of beef, mutton and pork. A 
few farmers have adopted the syetem of ensilage but not as many as ought to ; hard times will brmg them 
to their senses. 

M. G. Varcoe, Amaranth, Dufferin : Pastures have been very bare this fall. Cattle are in usual csondi- 
tion. Very few intend to stall-feed cattle. Hogs are thriving, and some are ready to kill. There will be 
plenty of grass-fed cattle, but fodder will be scarce owing to the scarcity of straw. 

John H. Lindebury, Clinton, Lincoln : Fall pastures are very short on account of drouth. Fattening 
is very slow, for there is but little pasture. There are plenty of cattle, but sheep and hogs are not so 
plentiful. Fodder is scarce. 

George Hart, Saltfleet, Wentworth : The drouth of summer was bad on pastures, and it was cropped 
so close tnat the fall rains did it little or no benefit ; consequently all stock are in poor condition. There 
will be very few hogs for market. 

Wm. F. W. Fisher, Nelson, Trafalgar : Pastures are very short. Stock are thrifty but a little thin, and 
very little feeding has been done. There are plenty of cattle, but few sheep and pigs. Fodder will be 
somewhat scarce during the winter. 

Wm. Kersey, Toronto Gore, Peel : Pastures are very bare, and there is not one-half the acreage in grass 
that there should be on account of the last two summers' drouth. Live stock are very thin, and while there 
will be plenty of lean cattle there will be few fat. Fodder will be very scarce, and it will require great 
economy to winter the stock, as there is a scarcity of both hay and straw. 

D. James, Markham, York : Fall pastures are very fair, but much of the meadows was plowed up 
immediately after cutting. Cattle look much better than they did at the same time last year. Hogs are 
generally young, as the mgh price of pork all summer induced farmers to sell pigs befpre tney made heavy 
pork. Fodder will be scarce. 

Joseph Picket, Uxbridge, Ontario : Fall pasture is as good as it has been for some years, and conse- 
quently stock are looking pretty well for the tiipe of year. Some have stalled their cattle for winter, and 
have had pigs up for fattening, while several have killed and marketed their hogs already. Feed is going 
to be very scarce in this locahty this winter. 

Thos. Syer, Manvers, Durham : Pastures have been middling good, and live stock are in fair condition 
for the winter, but the winter supply of fodder is likely to be short, and economy will have to be used to 
make both ends meet. The turnip crop, being a good one, will be a great help. 

Walter Riddell, Hamilton, Northumberland : Since the rains came pastures have been fair. Many 
cattle will be sold off the grass. The supplies for market are large. There is hardly any hay, and straw, 
is a short crop. Winter feed will probably be short. 

W. R. Leavens, Hallowell, Prince Edward : The fall rains seemed to put new life into all vegetation, 
and pastiu*es are good. Cattle and sheep are healthy and in good condition. Very few cattle or sheep have 
been fattened, except on grass. Hogs are chiefly raised for home consumption. Drovers are running 
everything off as fast as they can. 1 think there is enough fodder to winter with and some to spare. 

^ Leonard Wager, Sheffield, Lennox and Addington : Pastures are good. Farmers have sold oflf nearly 
all their fat cattle and sheep. I^think there will be a lack of meat for winter markets. Fodder will be 
very scarce. 

Thos. Briggs, Kingston, Frontenac : The fall pastures are excellent, and live stock have improved very 
rapidly so as to be fit for marketing. Manv of the farmers are killing and selling their beef and young 
cattle, there being a scarcity of hay and foader, owing to the great drouth during the summer. 

G. J. Carson, Augusta, Leeds and Grenville : Pastures are .in good condition, and so are live stock. 
Not much beef is fatted in this section, and few cattle or sheep are for sale, as farmers go in chiefly f^J" 
dairying ; they keep all the milking cows they can and send the milk to the cheese factory. Fodder will 
be scarce this season. Most of the farmers will have enough, but few will have much to spare. 

John Kennedy, Mountain, Dundas : Pastures are excellent, and live stock are looking well. The 
fodder supply is sufficient ; but thpre will be no surplus. 



Ii .&. £. Stuypr, OBnabniok, Stormont : Pasture! were never better. Cattle are in eplimdid condHdoD, 
it there is no etall-feeding ]ret : the animals hare fattened well on pasture. Moat at the live stock ia 
already marketed. There will be plenty of fodder for the winter. 

D, B. McMillan, Lochiel, Glengarr; : Pasturea are in fnir condition. Live stock are alan in good 
order and fit for the markot, but there is nut much demand for beef. There is not nmch more than a supply 
qC fodder for the winter. 

Paul LabrOBBo, Hawkesbury E., Preaoott ; Poaturea are in very good condition. Cattle were fat 
enongb on grasa for killing. Farmers sell all their surplus cattle, sheep and pigs to traders who send them 
to Montreal market. Droves are beiag sent every week from this township. There will be [ilenty of 
fodder. 

Henry Armstrong, Clarence, Russell : T'all pastures are splendid this year, and live stock of all kinds 
ore in good condition. There will be a scarcity of fodder for the winter, as straw and )iay were short and 
^n in the ground, 

John Scott, Goulboum, Carleton : Fall pastures hove done well since the rain. Cattle and sheep have 
improved, and quite a number have been exported— the heaviest cattle to Montreal for shipment to 
England, and the sheep to the United States. Hogs will be light as coarse grains are scarce. The 
fodder snpply for winter is about sufficient. 

A. T. Stewart, Beckwith, Lanark: Foil pastures were never better. Livestock ace in splendid 
condition, and nearly all the surplus is sold. Hogs ore generally all sold on foot. Fodder will be pretty 
scarce ; every straw roust be taken care of. 

John A. Jackson, Eldon, Victoria; Pastures ore fair. Live stock generally are in fair condition. 
Vary little has been so far done in the way of fattening either cattle or sheep, but hogs have been fattened 
in considerable numbers. Supplies for market will be about as usual. Fodder will be scarce with many 
formers. Ensilage has been adopted and with exceUent results, 

F. Biidsall, Asphodel, Peterborough : Pastures are in good condition, and live stock are in fair trim. 
Notmany have been fattened for market OD account of the scarcity of hay and straw Hogs are mostly 
eold off in the fall. There will be enough fodder if carc-fnl feeding is practiced. I am trying a silo on a 
small scale, I think it is the only one in the county. 

J. C. Hanley, Tyendinaga, Hastings : Pastures are good and so ore cattle. On account of the failure 
of hay and straw supplies and the short crops of coarse grains, all cattle, sheep and hogs that could be sold 
were disposed of. Lees fodder will ba purchased than was expected at one time. 

John HoUingworth, Watt, Muskoka: Pastures have been bare. Cattle are in fair condition. Fattening 
of cattle, sheep and hoga is not much practised here. Supplies are more than are wanted for our local 
ttiirket immediately. Farmers are wanting to clear out surplus stock at once on account of the scarcity 
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THE DAIRY INDUSTRY. 



When. correBpontlenta wrote in October they reiwrted that the second succesaivo 
eeaaon of drouth had left its mark upon the dairying business. In some localities the 
falling off in milk was ho great that a number of chBese factories were temporarily closed. 
The low price for cheese early in. the season was also discouraging to patrons, but toward 
the close a more hopeful feeling prevailed. Butter was in demand all summer, and the 
good prices compensated to a large degree for the scarcity of milk and cream resulting 
from poor pastures. A panicky ^feeling eiisted in Lennox and other eastern counties during 
the early fall, and some good milking cows were sold at a sacrifice through fear that they 
could not be auccessfuUy wintered because of scarcity of fodder. The popularity of cheese 
factories and creamoriea was never more severely tested than during the season of 1 888. 



Cheese. — In the following table the agjsregate of milk used, cheese made and the 
value of cheese are given for the 737 factories reported as in operation, based on the 
averages furnished by 557 factories. A neat comparison is afforded in the case of the 
years 1387 and 1888, as exactly the same number of factories were reported in operation 



in those years. The list for 1888 contains 17 new factories, while as manr have been 
closed aa Ear as re[>orted by correapODdents and cheese factory secretaries. 
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In every respect save the quality of the milk, the business falls behind that of 168T. 
There was a decrease of 5,565,666 lb, in the total quantity of milk used, and the amount 
of cheese made was less by 338,905 lb. This falling off in the amount of the prodnct, 
together with a decline of 1,304 cent per lb. in the price of cheese, reduced the value of th« 
make to $6,031,470 or $887,443 less than in 1887. The price realised for cheese per lb. in 
1888 was lower than in any year of the six with the exception of 1885. The quantity of 
milk required to make a pound of cheese was 10.511 lb., which, while .031 lb. below that 
of the previous year of drouth, was considerably higher than that of any other year, and 
.177 lb. more than that of the average for the six years. The value of the product of 
100 lb. of milk was 87.9 cents, being 12.1 cents less than in 1887, when one dollu 
waarealised. The average quantity of milk used per factoiy was 7,553* lb. less than in 
the preceding year, the amount of cheese was smaller by 460 lb., and the value by $I,20i. 
The make of <^eese exceeded the annual average per fact6ry by 441 lb., but the value 
realised was $308 less. 

Of the 557 factories reporting, however, but 404, or 55 per cent, of the number io 
operation, sent in complete returns. N^otwithstanding this indication of a decrease of 
interest in dairy statistics on the part of factory managers and secretaries, a fair ccm- 
parison is still afforded of the number of patrons and cows, together with other pomte of 
interest in connection with the industry, which are given in the following table : 
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The average uamber of patrons to a factory vas 61, being one more than in the preceding 
year, and more than in any year except 1685, when 61 patrons were also reported. The 
nnmberof cowb to each factory was increased to 373, or 1 2 more than in 1887. The yield 
of milk per cow, however, was leas than in any year of the six, being 67 lb. below the 
average for the period. The product of cheese per cow was also legs than in any other - 
year, the falling off being 4 lb. 'compared with 1887, and 10.9 1b. compared with the 
annual average. The value of the product is less than in any year of the term except 
1885, being $3.68 less per cow thtio in 1887, and $2.09 below the annual average. The 
average return per patron was $144, a smaller ehowing than was made in any year except 
that dullest of dairying seasons, 1885. The decrease was lid compared with 1887 and 
$13 compared with the annual average. The fpregoing results are partially due to the 
shorter period of operation, which was 3 days less than ia 1887, which was an average 
season. 

The value of the product of cow's milk for one day may be taken as the measure in 
comparing the relative success or failure of a cheese season. The following comparative 
table compiled from the 40i factories giving the full data, shows by groups of counties 
the average business per factory and the results obtained per cow for the whole season 
aod per day for 1887, 1888, and the six years 1863-8 : 
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It is evident from the averages here shown that they are the largest factories that make the 
complete returns, the average milk used in each of those for 1888 being 996,533 lb. as com- 
pared with 759,054 lb. for the other 153 factories which have made but partial returos. 
Likewise the average of cheese made, value of cheese, and milk required to make one 
pound of cheese vary slightly from those derived from the whole 557 factories returned, 
as shown in table x. 

The length of the season was 3 days less than in 1887, extensions being observed m 
only the Georn;ian Bay and J^ke Ontario groups, though neither exceeded its average 
season. Notwithstanding this early closing of the season, the milk used per factory 
exceeded that of 1887 by 15,023 lb., and the cheese make by 1,574 lb., due to an increase 
of patronage of 12 cows. The value of Xhe cheese made was $1,050 less than in 1887 and 
$90 below the annual average business. The yield of milk per cow per day was the same as in 
1887, or one-tenth of a pound below the average of the six seasons ; but the value of the 
cheese product was less than in 1887 by 2.1 cents, or one cent below the annual average. 
This reduction in value from 1887 is equivalent to 12 cents per 100 lb. of milk, which is 
therefore wholly due to fall in prices of cheese, as the cheese producing quality of the 
milk was slightly better than in 1887. The factories in the West Midland group as usaal 
had the longest season, which was five days shorter than the average season of that group. 
This group also had the largest factories, those in the Lake Huron group coming second 
with less than two-thirds of the businesa The greatest number of patrons is found in 
the Lake Huron counties, but this is the only group in which the number of cows per 
factory was less than in 1887. The yield of milk per cow per day was highest in the 
West Midland group, or 2^ lb. more than in the St. Lawrence and Ottawa group, where 
it was the lowest. These groups hold the same positions as regards the value of product 
per cow per day, the divergence being 2^ cents. The cheese producing quality of milk 
was best in the East Midland group, while the poorest results were obtained in thia 
respect in the Lake Huron group. The make of the West Midland factories commanded 
the best prices, but the cheese producing quality of the milk in the East Midland 
factories predominated and placed that district first as to value of cheese product of 100 
lb. of milk, the West Midland counties being a close second. 



Butt BE. — During the season 1888 four new creameries were reported as in» 
operation, making a total of 31, or 11 less than in 1887. The popularity of the creamery 
does not appear to be increasing among the farmers, more than one correspondent remark- 
ing that farmers seem a little shy in venturing to patronise creameries. Another says, 
" our people do not manifest their relish for good butter by pajring the price it costs to 
make a first-class article." No less than three of the creameries of 1887 were converted 
into cheese factories in 1888. Returns have been received from 27 creameries. Of these 
three made both butter and cheese, the preference being apparently given to cheese. The 
statistics are given as usual by counties in table xiii. The three combination institu- 
tions used 2,078,257 lb. of milk, the product of which was 39,064 lb. of butter valued at 
$7,972, and 153,247 lb. of cheese valued at $12,350. The joint cheese and butter pro- 
duct of the milk was therefore $20,322, or 97.8 cents per 100 lb. The 24 butter factories 
produced 638,215 lb. of butter, or 26,592 lb. per creamery, as compared with 34,2501b. 
in 1887, the decrease being due to the short season in Bruce and Grey chiefly, and the 
falling off* of patronage. Four creameries also report milk collected, the average quan- 
tity of milk to a pound of butter being 24.9 lb., and the price realised was equivalent to 
81.6 cents per 100 lb. of milk, which is 16.2 cents less than the combined butter and 
cheese process, and 6.6 cents less than obtained at 404 cheese factories. There does not 
appear to be any standard gauge for cream used, some stating it in pounds and others in 
inches from cans of various diameters. From the data furnished -by five creameries ufing 
713,537 lb. of cream, we find that 4.38 lb. of cream are required to make a pound ot 
butter, and that the prices realised for the butter was equal to 4.63 cents per lb. of cream. 
Comparing this with results obtained above it appears to have taken 5.7 lb. of milk to 
produce as much butter as 1 lb. of cream. The average price realised for butter was a. 
trifle higher than in 1887. 



Of the 27 returns, however, only 14 were complete as regatde the number of patrons 
ndMwa. Tlie following table shows the average business of these creameries compared 
lith the avei-ages of a similB.r portion of the retnrns obtained in previous years, together 
rith the aonuftl averages : 
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As observed in the case of the cheese factories, the largest creameries are found in. 

tliislist, tbeae 14 creanieries mainufacturing 468,166 lb. of butter, while the other 10 
partially rejwrting make but 170.049 lb. As this has been the case in other years, 
t comparison on these lines is quite fair. The patronage per creamery fell oS by 3 
pitrons and 45 cows from that of 1887. The make of butter was 33,400 It.., as com- 
pared with 37,270 lb. in 1887, but was slightly above the annual average. The value 
■wa S'/94 per creamery less than in 1887, and the value of butter product per cow was 
IT cents less for the season, which, however, was due to the time of working being 
t»o days less, ae the daily average per cow was 13.69 cents against 12.65 cents in 1887. 
IE to this be added .42 cent, (Prof. Robertson's estimate for the buttermilk), we have 
13,11 cents as the daily butter product per cow, as compared with 15.36 cents obtained 
(or t}ie cheese product. 



The Favorite Dairy Cow . — " Many men, many minds," runs the adage, 
ud in nothing does the saying hold truer than in the matter of the favorite cow for the 
Ontario dairy. This question of favorite breeds does not appear to be greatly influenced 
liy geographical situation, for in every section of the province the leading breeds have 
tbdr champions. While a few correspondents stand up stoutly for the " old native covr " 
u equal to the beat of the fancy strains for dairy purposes, the preponderance of opinion 
is clearly in favor of Dorhams and their grades. It is ai^ued that the male calves of the 
Shorthorn bulls are usually raised with profit for beef, and that when grade cows have 
•Inne their duty in the dairy they, too, can be turned over to the butcher with advantage. 
■Ayrahires are holding their own, but they are doing very little more than that, while 
Bolgteina and Jerseys are rapidly coming into favor. These last named breeds, however, 
Hre hardly been tested long enoUKb by our dairymen for a fair comparison to be made 
between them and the Durhams and Ayrshirea in actual practice under the ordinary 
fWditionS of a Canadian dairy farm. Scattering mention was made of other breeds, but 
none of these has a large support. It is very plain from the reports of correspondents 
Out the question of milk production was never more closely considered Ity the farmers 
ll Ontario than at the yiresent day. 
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FROM THE NOVBMBSll RVPORT. 

James H. Brown, Colchester S., Essex : There are no factories, either of cheese or butter in this town- 
ship, but a large quantity of butter is made on the farms. The breeds of milch cows in most repute are 
grade Durhanis and Ayrshires. 

Francis Giffard, Camden, Kent : The dairy business has been in the worst condition I ever saw it< 
The cheese factories in this section had to shut down on account of the drouth but some of the farmers 
are making a little butter since the rains. Shorthorn grades are most in favor. 

Sheldon Ward, Malahide, Elg^n f The ))roduct of cheese as compared with butter is largely m favor of 
cheese. The supply of butter is hardly equal to the demand. Grades of all descriptions are used in this 
lociJity. Some fine milkers are got by a cross of Shorthorn stock, and the Holsteina are coming into favor. 

James Morrison, Walsinghana, Norfolk : Cheese is the leading business here; there are no butter 
factories. Durham grades are chiefly kept for the dairy, but some Holsteins have been introduced of late. 

John A. Law, Stamford, Welland : There is very much more butter made here than cheese. Most of 
the cheese factories have been closed for the season. Durham grade milch cows are still the favorites, 
but some Ayrshires and Jerseys are being used in ovtr dairies. 

James Lovell, Brooke, Lambton : Butter is not of much account as compared with cheese. The 
severe drouth of the past three seasons has injured the dairy business. Durham grades are in the greatest 
favor. 

John Scott, Howick, Huron : There are no butter factories in this township, consequently the main 
produce is cheese, as farm produce cannot compete with the factory system. There is a great diversity of 
opinion in regard to the best breeds of cows for the dairy. However, if we judge men by their actions, 
tne shorthorn grade is in most favor, as there is by far the greater number of that breed in the township. 

Thos. Welsh, Huron, Bruce: The season has not been favorable for the dairy. Cheese is the more 
important branch ; butter is improving in quality. The breeds most in vogue are shorthorn grades and a 
sprinkle of Ayrshires and Shorthorns. 

Malcolm Cameron, Bentinck, Grey : The dairy industry is gaining in this township. A new butter 
factory started here last May with good results. The price this year is better than it has been for some 
time. Many prefer the butter factory as the milk is kept for home use. The most popular cow for milk 
here is the Durham grade. The common Canadian cow is preferred by many. 

John Darby, Vcspra, Simcoe : There are no creameries here and butter is only produced by private 
dairies. Durham grades are mostly kept, with a view to beef as well as butter. 

James A. Glen, Westminster, Middlesex : The dairy industry was run for all it was worth, but low 
prices have kept down the profits, and poor pastures have very much shortened the fall make. All the 
butter made has been required bv the cities of London and St. Thomas and for local needs, and very 
remunerative prices \^ere realized. Common cows, or Ayrshire and Durham grades, are preferred. The 
butter makers prefer the Durham as they invariably raise the calves. There is an usually large number of 
farrow cows. 

J. W. Whealy, Nissouri E., Oxford : We don't raise enough butter for the farmers* own use — all cheese. 
Many farmers send all their milk to the factory and^buy butter if they can get it, or do without it, as it 
will not pay to make special fixings for the manufacture of butter during the hot months. Ayrshires, 
Durhams and grades are most in favor. Holsteins have not^et got into general use. 

John Pearson, EUice, Perth : The dairy industry has not been brisk. The cheese factories have expe- 
rienced some trouble to get their patrons to continue to send milk, butter being higher correspondingly 
than cheese. The old Canadian cows crossed with the Durham seem to be the favorites. 

James McLuhan, Luther W., Wellington : This has been a poor year for dairying, pasture being poor 
and the price of cheese low. Home made butter has been as profitable as cheese this year, if not more so. 
Grade cattle are the best dairy cows, and Durham bulls are the kind in use. 

W. C. Smith, Wilmot, Waterloo : Our butter factory has been in operation about twelve or fourteen 
years, and has not paid as well as our cheese factories. The grade Shorthorn is the favorite. We have 
some Holsteins, but they do not take very well. 

Jonathan Varcoe, Amaranth, Dufferin : There has been far more butter made than cheese. Laurel 
<5heese factory has been nearly a failure this season— it does not appear to have paid either patrons or 
manufacturer. Shorthorn grades are most in favor. Ayrshires have disappeared, and we have no distinct 
variety of milch cow. 

Smith Bros., Chinguacousy, Peelj: The dairy industry is increasing, but more so in the way of butter 
than in cheese. Holsteins and Jerseys are preferred for the dairy. Holsteins show the best results, and 
are fast coming into favor. 

D. B. Nighswander, Markham, York : A great deal more is done in butter than in cheese, although 
many farmers where they are handy to railways are sending their milk to Toronto. For genersd purposei 
the Shorthorn grade is as good as any, but for fancy butter making the Jersey leads. 

Thos. Syer, Manvers^ Durham : There it but one creamery or dairy establishment in this township, 
and it did nothing this seascM from lack of patronage, as people preferred to make their own butter. For 
all purposes grad« Durhams are to be preferred. 

J. C. Dunn, Brighton, Northumberland : There is a lively inti-rest taken in tfce dairy industry in this 
township especially in the production of cheese. No butter is mad© in large quantities. Some are using 
Durham, bulla with native cows, with good results. Others ars crossing with the Holstein. Thi beat 
r«sultK »eem to b« with th« latter. 




R. J. l>iinlop, Pittebui 
lenrly all mixed .^rudea of 
\e Ayiaiiina and I 
t. G. Murphy, Crosby S. 
re of cheEde is Jargiilf in 
lie ohBeae [acCories. Airfhire cattle kre mcMt preferred. 

A. HarkneHS, Matilda, Dundaa : The dairy ioduatrj ia flouriehinK, There ni 
bot one biut^r factory in tlie tnwaabip, though there u aCill a goud rieal i>f butt( 
For Kveral yearn there haa been more moDpy in cheeee, although the Ions of t! 
a wrious ohjectioo. Grade Ayrshirei and HnlateiaB are prefprr^ for the dairy, 

John McRae, Boxbormidh, Htnnnont : Very few are makinif butter. Nearly all who have sin oowa or 
Bparard send lailk to the obeese factories. Grade Ayrflhirea and Holateina are in jrroatest favor. 

Banieou Cnms, Hawkeshury W,. Preaoott ; Biitter ia made hare to aome extent, but not bo eitensively 
usheeae. Our milch cowa are moally gradea— a cross of Durham or Ayrahire with our Canadian oowSi 
Ibv Durham graded are good milkera, and make mora beef than the Ayrahirea. 

Jamei Wallace, Gower N., Cadeton : More than half of tho milk here ie made into cheese. Butter and' 
n will be a little below the average tbis aeaaun owing to the drouth. ~ - 

" ■ " UBB here. There - • ■ 



tlu Durham ii 



oheeae factories and 
le in priFate dairies, 
im milk is to a,iine 



e Ayrahirea, and they ore acknowledged to be the best, i 



J. M. Kennedy, Alice and Fraser, Renfrew : There is no cheese— all butter. Nearly all the a 
neommoD, except grade Uurhama and Ayribires. 

Vm. PateraoD, Ramwy, Lanark : Obsene hu done rather poorly here ; it seems to me that I: 
ois^ to have the best of it this yuar. Uurham grades are most in favor, although a few Molet 



James 8. Cairnduff, Harvey, Peterborougl 
me Dheege factory atarted south of the lake, bii 
Invaterioftmilk. etc., and broke up, Ayrshit 
iilibeat the bloods for milk and butter. 



: Farmers make all their butter at home yet. We hsid 
tliuse interested oould not agree ; they bbtmed each other L 
IS are preferred, but some of the old stuck if well <;ared' foF~ ] 



Anson Latta. Thurlow, Hastings : Cbeeaeistheprinci^ dairy product ; there is not a single creamery 
in this county. Fanners uid stookmen are very much divided in opiuioa as to breeds or grades fur milch 
nwi, lomefavarinitBhorthomB, some HolHteins and others a croas between Shorthorn and grades, and 
iHan Jeraeya. For my own ijart, I think the choice lie« between Sbotthorns and HulateLns. 

John Hollingworth, Watt. Muakoka : Butter has realised a rather better Efrore during the last sea^i 
We have ooly the common cow here, and she consequently must be the one in greatest favor. 

Wm. Jenkin, Perry, Parry Sound : We have no creameries or cheese factories here, but there is mi 

bnlter made than is required for local consumption. Some is shipped north and some ia sent to Toronto. 
rhg grade Shorthorn is moat in favor. ' 



Ensi Li G B. — Thp replie.'* to queries regarding enallasre sent out by this Bureau ii 
thpgpriag were few. It could readily be sepn that the question had not taken a general 
lold oi the agricultural community, although Bonie of our more progresaive fa.roiers are 
ihorooghly alive to the benefits of ensilinij fodder. In his bulletin on " Ensilage," 
imed on August C, 1888, by the Ontario Department of Agriculture, Prof, E,obertaon 

"A few years .'igo 'ensilage generally meant (odder which had been kept in a succulent condit 
VitlKntt regard to it» simmens or sweetnfss, ita partial rottennoas or presecvatiun ; it now denotea a p 
. did from fodders which may be obtained of aniformly wholeaome, sweet and nutritioua prouerti 
Circfol investigation and experimental work, mainly by the practical fataiera of tlia continent within 1 

a decade, have brought to light the true prinoiplea of the .ystem. Whan these are followed with good 
Dent eatisfactory revulti am almoat certain to ba realized, Abaolutely sweet silage is very rare, ' ' 
JtKtioally Bweet, cured or ripened silage is easily and certainly obtainable. ' 

Bot while a good deal has been talked and written about silnge in this province 
-iwing the past two or three years, very little has hpen done in the way of constructing . 
i' sToa. Even in Ihis age of agricultural societieB and farmers' institu es proareas in agri- 

mhare is made with a alow and hesitatina; tretwl ; only a uniall proportion hear and 
IjMdof these but a trifling perceatage will carry out in praclica tlint which comnii 

1 theory. The very name " silo " has an outlandish sound to the ear of the.j 
B(D.I.) 




average Canadian farmer, and bo ha cautiously waits and watches for ocular proof at 
euccess on the part of other esporim enters before he leaves the beaten path of agiicul' 
tural practice. So long as his ataple fodder crops of hay, corn, and roots continue to 
give fairly satisfactory results lie does not care to attempt " untried schemes," especisllj 
such as require some outlay of ready money. Hoivever, the discussion of ensiled feed at 
farmers' institutes and dairymen's conventions has awakened some interest on the 
subject, and it is probable that a few more experimental sites will be erected shortlj 
in various parts of the province. If it can be shown that the milk prodnut of an acre maj 
be trebled by adopting the system, as has been demonstrated by patrons of creameries in 
Wisconfiin, it will no doubt rise quickly into favor. 



R. W. Smith, Oifonl W., Oxford : Mr. J. C. Hi 
llkel; to oume into t^neral use as the building at a ailo deters 

George Allinon, Flunboru' £., Weatworth : I only know of one plane as yet where ensiling ii 
lirocticed and that ib at the OaUaods Jersey Farm. The crop used i« most corn. 

D. B. Nishswiuider, Mkrlchttm. York : We never had but one alio in the township and tbat haa tern 
•bandoned. The desire for ensiUtC^ does not twem to be msking mDch headw&y. 

R. 3. Webster, Soott, Ontario: N'rtJiiag has been done in ensilage hure, more than to read and tilli 
abont it. It strike* me that the onnditiona are so favorable for root cropn here that uolean tbose condilioiii 
change ensiling will not be popular here. 

Jamea Benson, Ainelis«burg, Prince Edward ■ Ensiling is not practiced to a great extent in tli> 
locality. Mr. Sprague has adopted the ncheme and I am told has succeeded admirably in petfectiig il. 
lb may come into more general use, as it seems to be looked upon favorably. 

James GoUison, Matilda, Dundaa : So tar we have bad no siloB, but we had Prof. Robertson >t mr 
farmers' institute last wintec^ and he gave us a cheap plan for a silo ; and I have no doubt that fuaun 
will go into it. 

P. Madden, Nepean, Car'.eton : We know very little about ensilage in practice. I kaon of oalf om 
silo in tbe township. 



THE APIARY. 



It was evident when the boea were placed in winter quarters in 1 887 that the season 
would be very trying to them. The flow of honey had ceased unusually early in tlw 
previous summer, and so had breeding, and aa a consequence stores were light in tbt 
hives and the occupants were chiefly old bees lacking the vitality to stand a long periol 
of winter seclusion. Losses were reported as general, ranging from 5 to 75 per cent, 
and probably about one-fourth of the colonies entering the winter died before the tiioe 
came for their spring flight. The counties of Huron, Bruce and Simcoe seem to hare 
suffered most heavily in the matter of winter losses. In many inatances the bees died of 
actual starvation, owing to the scant supply of summer honey, and poorly ventilated cel- 
lars are also ascribed as a cause of loss, although several experienced apiarists expresa 
themaelvea as puzzled to account for the mortality in certain cases. Many of the saiviv- 
ing colonies were weak from long confinement in their winter repositories, and the ooid 
and backward spring thianed them out in several districts. Complaints were also tntde 
of losses from dysentery and spring dwindling. "Where specially well fed and cared for 
during the winter, the honey makers came out aa a rule very lively, and were soon bnaily 
engaged carrying early pollen. The summer proved to be most unfavorable for thfi 
apiary. The season was backward and swarming was very light. In many inatancM 
Ibere was not sufficient swarming to make up for winter losaes. Linden and white 
clover failed, and there was a general scarcity of nectar in forest and field. But for the 
patches of Canada thistles, which presented an inviting and valuable foraging jjjound, 
many colonies could not have subsisted until buckwheat and fall flowers bloomed. Mosl 
of the surplus honey was obtained from buckwheat, and is consequently dark and not oi 
firat quality. Some correspondents report a surplus ranging from 10 to 100 pounds, but 
only one or two touch the higher figure, while scores are close to the latter. A number 
claim a positive loss, as they extracted but little honey, and fed back a greater value in 
syrup or sugar. It is safe to say that the average colony netted about one pound of 




joney where in fonner years it wauld generously give four. A few ooirespoodents 

Bipresaed fear as to the prospects of wintering, as miuy of the hivea are composed almoat 
enurely of old bees. The brightest faut in connecLion witU apiary mtUers in lSi8 is 
that hardly any disease was reported. The cold weiither late in September anil early in 
October put a atop to brood rearing unusually early. 



i 



Miohener, Sherbrooke, Ualdima 

; bnt nearly all wintered ou suii 

['Owing to bright dnya and cuol vre 



atered ia cellara have done bent, but 

ir, rather, survod to death. They ai 

id : Bees were tn good coaditioo when taken [rom their n 

mer atandB paokud in ubaS or chaff liivas, and Uiiring dwindling ia 

ither. About 8 per CBnt, ware ioat foe want of proper 1 ' ' 



Juhn E. Oohoe, Wainfleat, Welland : Baea wintered well until March and April, when over half the 
bw died. The oanae wu the drouth last fall. Whan tho hoDey flow ceased the been Btopped breeding, 
nd ^y commenced the winter with abiut all old beea. and thiy died before they conld inoreaae in tbe 
■pring. At preaent they are weak in numbera, and nnt likely tc ~ ''' ' ' 

Jmsb Netf, jr., Warwiok, Lambton: Bees ware vary weak when taken from thai: 
wot short of aticea ; conaequeutly the loaa waa great, running from 10 to 109 per cent. Tho 
•inans, but thay luffered mo^t from inantSciancy of atores and long confinement, and the extreme cold 
wuther DOW leaves them very weak and often queenleas. 

Thomaa Kay, Uaborne, Huron : The hives are very light, t loat nearly 25 per oent. of my Btook, aj 

ttanipplies ware rather light in the faU. They look si -• '•-'-'• 

a have wintered fairly well where they went into winter quarten 



John Douglkx, . 

Wth wEcient ptovif. „ ., 

uU the coionies around hei 



for I 



'e died, t 



lyof at 



ea they have auSered 
Cavorabtb, and they ai 



ery good thia epiing. Mine wintered 
■.t, the beat I aver had at Ihia ' ' 
present my apiary is strong 



■e now iocreaaing fait. 
W. W. RevingtOD, Biddolph, Middlesex : t loat no bees during the winter. I have 

tut tveuty-four fears, but I consider 1887 the pooreet year f<ir bees I have known. 

G«o^ Duncan, Weat Zorra, Oxford : My bees, when taken from ninteF qnartere, v 

pod condition. My loss w ' ■ - ■ - - - '- - -' -■ •- f ' ' . 

Mfaat increasing. 

R. W. McDonnell, Dumfries N,, Waterloo ; Bees where properly kept are in good average condition. 
Inn^ own coaa I loat about 26 per cent, from faulty management late in the fall and the uasatisfactory 
Ctndition of my cellar. I have not heard of any losses from honey dew, 

B. T. Wood, Etobicoke, York : The condition of bees i 
doora on tfaeii sammar standa, and thay came out strong, in 

plenty of hatching brood. 

Eobart H. Shipmon, Brook. Ontario; Beea were in fair condition when taken from the cellars (April 
36). About 33 per cent, have been lost during the winter, and the oauae in some cases is hard ta assign. 
Bags uc now in good shape considering the backward state of the weather. 

Allen Pringle, Richmond, Lennox and Addingtoo; Beea were taken out this spring in rath 
WHdition. Not including my own stock, about 50 to 75 per cent, of beea in thia Iflwnship wert 
fiaterand spring. My own loss waa about ' per cpot. The general cause of loss waa drouth laat 
■Ad miamanagement. 

h. U. Phelps, Bastard, Leeds and Qrenville : About 7 per cent, are dead, and the rest are not 
Mdllion. Bee men are divided in their opinion aa to causes, but on the whole I conclude that a scarcity 
of p»d food in the fall and a long period m their winter quarters were the chief causea. They are now 
drag wall, 

Ferguaon Whiteside. Mariposa, Victoria; Beea wintered aa well as uanai. About one fourth died, 
taey of them of starvation. Mine winter outiloots. and twelve colonies died out of 105 : fifty are proa- 
fnus and forty rather weak. They commoiced bringing in pollen on the 37th— a week Uter than last 
J»r. 

F. Brentou, Thurlow, Ha-tinga : My bses wintered wall considering their condi 
iWDae of want of forage and the necessary consumption of atores before going in"- - 
■butt one-fifth from lack of storea and want of queens. 

Jamea Kay, Stephenson. Muskuka : Bees are in a better condition than 
tDlonies four died, but not for want of food ; Cwanty are in good condition, two 
n-rory weak. 




ig and healthy ni 

fairly well where they w 

Tse. aU the weak a 
doing well. 

uence of the dry fall. Not getting honey, 
If last ' * "-■■ ■ ' 



S. UoDonald, Orford, Kent; Swarming « 
Hw supply of nectar was scant, and white olov 
from a few early plants and basawood. Bees an 



1 rather 
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£. Heal, Yarmouth, Elgin : There has bf3en but little swarming, but no complaint This has been the 
poorest season for nectar I ever kn«^w, as there has been barely enough for the support of the colony. lam 
sorry to say the surplus will be nothing'; in fact, bees will have to be fed for winter or the loss will be 
great. Bees seem to be in a healthy and thrifty ctm lition, and are now doing nicely, gathering quite a 
little nectar from the much-condemned Canada thistles, from which the flow this season is grand, and I am 
sure will save me in winter feed to the extent of $100. 

, Jsaac Overholt, Cayuga S., Haldimand : There has been scarcely any swarming at all, but bees have 

been healthy. They have made scarcely enough honey to live on, and I do not think they can gather 
enough to winter on. 

F. A. Hutt, Stamford, Welland : The continual dry, cold weather in the spring retarded increase* 
The supply o( nectar seemed to be very limited, and very little surplus honey has been made. The bees 
are at presient in a thrifty condition, and are beginning to work nicely on the buckwheat. 

G. A. Deadman, Grey and Morris, Huron : Only strong and united colonies swarmed— say 10 per 
cent. There is no increase in this section that I am aware of. The supply of nectar has been very meagre. 
The weather wa<) cold and backward in the earl^ part of the sea8on and too hot and dry in the latter part. 
Any honey taken from colonies in this section will have to be replaced by an equal amount for next winter'^ 
supply ; in fact, many colonies will not have enough for their own use. Colonies that ventured to awarra 
during a portion of July had to be fed to keep them from starving. Bees are in a thrifty condition aD 
present, except some first swarms which could not gather sufficient honey for their own use. 

John Tolton, Brant, Bruce : There are general complaints about swarming very little, and I have 
heard of one case of foul brood. The drouth very materially affected the honey flow, and consequently 
some of our largest bee-keepers have extracted but little. Bees appear to be thrifty at present. 

John O'Hara, Holland, Grey : There was not much swarming at the proper time. There was very 
little nectar to be had except from basswood and thistles. The surplus will be about 10 lb. per hive, spring 
count. Bees are thrifty, being numerous in the hive and much inclined to swarm if let. 

Thos. Stokes, Vespra, Simcoe : Swarming was quite limited— not more than 40 per cent. The supply 
of nectar was abundant, but the weather was unpropitious, there being too much high north-west winds. 
When the weather was favorable honev came in fast. Bees are still swarming and honey is coming in yet 
The average yield per colony will be about 50 lb. 

Wm. Riddell, Nissouri W., Middlesex : Bees have swarmed but little in this section. Bees have 
suffered from no complaint but idleness. The supply of nectar was far from abundant. The average 
surplus per hive will be about five pounds, and some bee-keepers will have no honey at all. 

F. Malcolm, Bland ford, Oxford : There has not bean 4nuch swarming. One of the vital questions 
among bee-keeperR is how to prevent swarming. The cold spring was very hard on bees ; spring dwindling 
and queenlessness were the main troubles. The supply of nectar has been anything bu^ abundant. After 
bees nave been put in good winter condition, there may be said to be no surplus. But if sugar is fed 
instead of honey ten pounds per colony will cover the surplus. 

Alex. McFarlane, Norwich S., Oxford : Swarming commenced very late, and they are still at it. No 
complaint has appeared. Bees are getting rather scarce in the township. We have about 80 swarms on 
our place. At first it was thought there would be no honey or swarms, but since the rains have come they 
are ousy with honev making from thistles and buckwheat, and are filling up rapidly. Bees are thrifty 
now, but as yet we have very little surplus honey. 

R. F. Holtermann, Brantford, Brant : A few have had much swarming, and bees in consequence gave 
nothing in honey and sometimes needed feeding ; otherwise there was very little increase. I know of no 
disease in the county. It is the worst season for nectar since I have been in the business. However, 
since linden was over, thistles have yielded enough for colonies for the winter, and perhaps a surplus of 10 or 
15 lb. per colony. The late flow will leave bees in good condition, and enough stores for winter if rightly 
distributed amongst weak and strong, and not taken away for marketing. 

G. B. Allan, Garafraxa W., Wellington: We have had fifteen swarms out of thirty-three stocks. 
Taking bees all around here, about 10 per cent, have swarmed. There has been no disease among bees and 
they are in good condition just now, but if any honey is extracted they will have to be fed. 

Christian T. Groh, Waterloo, Waterloo : The last two seasons were very poor indeed for bee-keepers. 
Bees will hardly have increased more than one-half and these were all early swarms, but fortunately there 
are no diseases. The supply of honey is very limited, so limited, indeed, that many have deemed it 
prudent to extract no honey and leave all for winter stores. 

Wm. M. Kierman, Mulmur, Dufferin : There was scarcely any swarming until late in the season. 
The bees suffered only from scarcity of nectar. The supply of honey has not been as scarce in twenty 
years. The average per colony will be only about 10 lb. The bees are in good order where the extractor 
has not been too freely used. 

John McPhedran, Nassa^aweya, Halton : Bees have done very badlv this season. Many colonies have 
not swarmed at all. Very little honey has been extracted. The surplus will be about four pounds per 
colony. Bees are now in good condition, but I fear some will starve if not fed during the winter. 

Peter McLeod, Chinguacousy, Peel : Since I kept bees I have not experienced a season like this. 
Swarms are rare, although otherwise bees are in good condition. This year I have extracted only 20 lb., 
while last year from the same number of hives I took 500 lb. 

L. Weller, Scott, Ontario : I had six swarms from forty -four colonies— two of them this month. Bees 
appear to be perfectly healthy, and quite willing to light on one sharp end first in defence of their stores. 
The supply of nectar has been scarce, and the average yield cf honey is about 16 lb. per hive. 

Piatt Hinman, Haldimand, Northumberland : Bees that survived the winter have about doubled the 
colonies. The supply of ne«tar was fair in the forest, but scarce in the field. Bees are now thrifty. The 
surplus will average about 20 lb. 



LoniB P. Hubbi. Hillier, Prince Edw&rd : bon did not Bwarm much, but otherwise there ii 
dw mittet with them. The supply of nentar hu been iibundsnt aince the ratiu. The surplus m noi 
irill be kboot LO lb. per colooy. 

Aileo Fringle, Riohmond, Lennox : Abnut ten tier cent, of the coloniee awKcmed. Thev hue 
■offered from an; diaeue. The yield of QHCtar is very tight, owin^ to drouth. The nverage field of houef 
-will be G to 10 lb. pur colony. Bees are healthy and fairly thrifty in brooding. 

Iiaiah Wright, August^ Leeds and Greuiille: Swarmtng was a good atersge, and bees are healthy 
aod {nil of energy. The supply of nectar wiui tfreat in the spriog, but beee gathered little o: 
Mdd. There vat the least flow this sammei (••er known here. 

H. A. Schullz, Sebostopol, Renfrew : Nutwithatanding the severe drouth of lost summer white clove 
nd olsike blonmed splendidl; thin spring, and conaequeotly bees that were in icood cimdition swarmed 

CI OH much fw other years. Tliere wns ■ goodly supply of nectar well into July, but drouth and 
on the l&th of July chilled the linden bloom, ao there woe no honey from that source this yfs 
iauf yield will be about 30 lb. per>)lony. We have had some nice rains lately, and ,tlie jirospec 
|«9a yield of honey are fair intleed. 



J. K. Darling, Ramsay, Lanark ; There 1 
otuwre than two to live percent., but there 
Brve. FeediiiK will have to be resorted to oi 



swarming when it might to have been dooe— 
._ __o much now when they are not wanted and will 
ir plenty of colonies will sCori'e before New Year. 
Wm. Coolcman, Somerville, Victoria ; Very little swarming. Only about one halt swarmed, iind that ! 
tat mco. Neotar was siairoe ; white clover was a failure. Fall flowers are better, and there i: 
j praspect of going well ipto winter quartern. There may be a surplus of 10 lb, per colony. 

There are some oases of foul brood, but 



Lewis Marsh. Huntingdon. HostingJi : No si 



._, IS poHnible, The 8urpli._ . 

laynig, owing to the scanHty of nectar. 
'I Jsmes Kay, Stephenson, Muskoka: There hare been 
ij idd (ge. The supply of nectar was very indifferent, and 
I -ibnit nine pounds per hive. Bees are now thrifty and are 



date is about S or 10 lb per 



anothei 



e going II 



leiu alive during the 



Daniel atewart, Tilbury, W., Easei : This I 
, Kualy any surplus boiiey. However, the hues i 
' ttv lUHpocts are hopeful f(»t anotbei: yuat. 
[ E. B. Tole, Harwich, Kent : As it has been : 
. Muiy colonies will have to be fed in order to keej: 

Kd. Heal, Yarmouth. Elgin : There is no honey— not even enough for winter food. Beea ttiae al 
|. M titis I'll and well cared for will be numbered with the dead in the spring. This has beeu tha wurni 
for hen for a long period. 

Wm. Kindree,.Cayuga, N , Haldimand : Bees have done poorly. Very little nectar was to be found in 
I Imeia this season. I have fed my bees sugar to wmter them upon. 1 have been tn the liee keeping busi- 
, Mm for fifty years, but this is the poorest year I hare yet teen. 

John E. Cohue, Wainfleet, Welland ; The bses in this locality are in very good ehape to go into winter 
l-Marten. In Lhe fore part of the season, owing to droutb^the bees liod hardly ■' ~ ' " '' 
'. Uw latter months they filled upand gave some surplus 
' keepers out of the business ; they can see no money in 

...... ... it of liwt year'a 

Avnth, which Killed the white clover, but owing tij late rains bees have done fairly well on buukwheat anl ' 
i Mflowers, and have honey enough for winter, with a surplus of 25 pounds per colony. Colonies generally j 
•nin good condition for winter. 




tb, the bees hod hardly enoueh to live ou, but during 
The lost two years have driven a great many bee- 



G. A. Dead 



El, Morris and ^ 



Huron : Bees ai 



1, although they have been 



,, _ _ . i entirely ceased by October 1st. The supply of 

I 'Mar bos been very meagre during the year. White clover yielded some, basswood very little, and mor« 
BUn Canada ihistles, but all told there was very little more than sufficient for daily aonsnmption. If no 
■Wey had been ertraoted, each colony would average about halt enough to supply their winter's need ; the 
I Wwcej say IS pounds, will have to be fed by the bee-kep|ier, and oonse<iuenlly this represents the loss pel 
I Wlniy mdependent of the time devoted to them. It is likely that more bees will die of starvation thia 
I ■•oung winter than Cor many years past, as it has been the worst season known in this section. If colonies 
'■•» (applied with good winter stores I see no reason why they should not winter well, and no doubt i 
I m«diDg will begin early in the season. 

John NiehoUs, Kinloas, Bruce: The season has hi 

fnalarge number in this neighborhood. The cold, wc 
. «• yield of honey. Onr owaliees increased about 76 p 

*n winter stores. 

'. Qeorge Binnie, Glenelg. Grey: There was no honey flow 
MBBely at all ; but In August they gathered rapidly, tilled 
*uphii. They go into winter quarters in good condition, i 
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Thos. Stokes, Vespra, Simcoe : We are in a rather favored locality for this year. Of 41 colonies in two 
apiaries in this locality, 2,400 lb. of extracted honey has been secured and the number of colonies doubled, 
with the bees in first-class condition and an abundance of stores for the winter. We had a good fall flow 
of honey in the latter part of August and the beginning of September. 

James Husband, Metcalfe, Middlesex : The honey produce is a failure. We have taken 175 pounds of 
comb honey from 180 colonies and fed bOO pounds of sugar. 

Martin Emigh, Norwich, N.. Oxford : This has been the poorest season I ever saw for the production 
of honey. Where buckwheat was plenty some surplus was secured. Bees are generally healthy, with 
plenty of stores for winter, but the colonies going into winter quarters will consist of very old bees as a nde, 
owing to no fall breeding. 

Archibald Dawson, Oakland, Brant : My bees were lighter in the summer than they were in the spring. 
Light colored honey is very scarce, but I never had so much buckwheat honey. Bees are in good shape for 
winter. 

George Leversage, Fullarton, Perth : The production of honey has been small this year. One apiarist 
told me that last year he had 5,000 lb. of honey, whilst this year he will scarcely have 1,000. 

Beni. Devitt, Waterloo, Waterloo : Bees have been doing nothing this season, and have to be fed, or 
half of them will go by spring. I have had bees for twenty -five years, and never saw so poor a honey 
season. 

D. W. Moore, Clinton, Lincoln : Honey is a complete failure. From 300 colonies I have had only about 300 
pounds of comb honey and no extracted. Owing to the drouth of last year there was no white clover, and 
the basswood only lasted a few days. What little honey they did get was from buckwheat and golden rod. 

N. V. Watson, Chinguacousy, Peel : There were very few swarms of bees this year. Honey will be 
scarce on account of the absence of clover and the drouth. 

Thos. Ramage, Etobicoke, York : Bees are in good condition, and I believe that with care most of them 
can be carried over the winter. The surplus of honey, however, will be small— about 10 pounds per 
colony. 

R. Lowey, Athol, Prince Edward : The early part of the season was very poor for honey owing to 
drouth, and there was very little surplus though plenty of swarms. The fall flow (dark honey) was 
unusually large, which makes the season's average a good one. Bees are in fine condition ; there is plenty 
of stores and young bees. 

Allen Pringle, Richmond, Lennox and Addington: The honey crop this season is a failure owing to 
the excessive drouth up to about the 20th of July. True, there has been a fair fall flow from buckwheat, 
but it is mostly required for winter stores. 

Thos. Tapping* Barrie, Frontenac : Bees did not swarm in the spring owing to poverty. They had no 
supplies to start with, but they just managed to hold their own. I did not hear of any loss after being 
placed on summer stands, but the cry has oeen **no swarms." I had ten colonies, all new swarms last 
Slimmer. They did not fill the hives with comb. I had only one swarm this summer ; but they have made 
a large amount of honey, averaging fully 100 pounds to each colony. We use the old-fashioned box-hives • 

John Rabb, Emsley S., Leeds and Grenville : Honey from clover and basswood was a complete failurei 
but some buckwheat honey has been secured. Bees have an abundant supply for winter, and are in good 
condition at this date. 

F. Clare, Longueuil, Prescott : I commenced the season with 14 stocks in good condition. The bees 
gathered no more honey than just enough for brood rearing till the beginning of August, when the season is 
about over. Then commenced honey gathering with a vengeance. My colonies increased to 38 by natural 
smarming, and gave me 900 pounds of extracted honey, besides a few sections of comb honey. I 'doubled 
down " to 35 colonies, and all are apparently in good order for the winter. 

Lewis Morton, Goulboum, Carleton : Bees have not done well. A number of colonies died in the 
summer, likely from lack of sustenance or on account of the drouth. There was no honey production 
except from buckwheat after the rain came. 

H. A. Schultz, Sebastopol, Renfrew : It appears to me that the dry weather was conducive to the pro- 
gress of honey making, for I never before in my twelve years of bee-keeping had as heavy a crop of honey 
as this year, and in quality it is unsurpassed. 

J. K. Darling, Ramsay, Lanark : Bees have been a poor investment this year. There has (renerally 
be^en a reduced yield, and some have not taken on an average more than one poimd of honey per hive, and 
it was very dark. There is not one-tenth part of the honey in this section that could be sold at what would 
be considered a fair price in a good season. Bees are healthy, and if well supplied with stores will come 
through the winter in good shape. 

F. Whiteside, Mariposa, Victoria : Owing to the dry weather bees did not gather enough to winter 
them. Strong colonies that did not swarm gave 30 pounds of surplus honey, but after feeding weaker 
colonies an average of only about 8 pounds per hive was netted. The hives were full of bees ^1 summer, 
but very little swarming was done. 

Lewis Marsh, Huntingdon, Hastings : Bees have had the hardest year this season of any which ^ 
remember. About nine weeks of very dry weather diicourag^ed them very much. Many colonies had t<> 
be wholly or partially fed to prevent starvation. Many colonies refused to nurse brood, dragging it out o> 
the cell, etc. Only a little fall honey was taken this year. 

James Kay, Stephenson, Muskoka : I have 17 colonies in good condition, but I had to feed back mof ^ 
pounds of sugar syrup than I took honey from them. There are plenty of late hatched bees. I cannot sa>^ 
whether the late gathered stores are enough to winter upon. 



STATISTICS OF 



LIVE STOCK AND DAIRY PRODUCTS. 



I 

[ 



Countita. 


Horses. 


Breedmg 
Mure.. 




Totals. 


Uonea. 


1888. 


18B7. 


1886. 


1885. 


1884, 




7.154 
7:283 

e,iy7 

4,U77 


3,201 
4,218 
2:«73 
3,334 

16,729 


4,&42 
6,333 
4.R64 

3,720 
3,832 

~M.815" 


15.197 
19,116 
14,610 
13,247 
10,871 
9,441 
8l.48f 


13,434 
18,448 
14.106 
12.053 
10.625 
8,874 
77,B3a 


14,368 
18.464 
13,849 

n,sio 

10,786 
8,872 
77.949 


14,112 

Sii 

10,394 
8,652 
75,408 








Elgin 




HftMimand 


10,841 


Totals 


74,116 


L»mbton 


fi,966 
12,130 

s;s!i 


3,145 
0.-ffl4 
4.250 
14,289 


4.797 14,908 


13,388 
26.9B6 
19,593 
59,036" 


13,482 
26,848 
19,549 
59.879 


13,137 

26,478 
18.584 


13,726 




6,019 
19,802 


20,180 
63,098- 








Totals 


28.007 


58,189 66,414 




13,121 
12.395 


6,214 

41833 


7.376 
7.403 


35,610 
34,830 


34,576 
23,198 


23.803 
23,025 


23,402 1 21,758 










2S,(}16 


10.017 


14,877 


60,240 


47,774 


46,828 


46,054 I 43.316 




Middlesex 

■Oxford 

Brwit 


13.3B4 

9.396 

sisBO 
10,D61 
6,666 

4;«3 


5,938 
31478 
1,810 
4,G5t 
4,739 
3.593 
1.781 


8,893 
6.214 
2.398 
5,S7» 
8,577 
3;279 
2,223 


28,314 
18,087 
10,075 
19,383 
22,267 
13,.S38 
8,447 
119,001 


26,786 
17,070 
9.741 
18.860 
21,716 
12.182 
8,185 
114,529 


26,379 
17,227 

iT.Vas 

20.828 
12,101 
7,845 


26,651 
17.149 

8,824 
17,906 
20,273 
12,066 

8;403 
111,871 


25,066 
16,151 
8,960 










■Dufferin 


7,734 




5H,!I58 

4^966 
R,0»3 
4,566 
(i.(iI4 
12,H04 

9.601 
5,233 


24,983 


35,062 


111,464 










1.610 

2,373 
1,444 
2,829 
4^864 
4.143 
2,330 
2,317 
3,017 


3,030 
3,880 
2,323 

6.491 

4,143 
4,610 
3,6B6 


9,d98 
12,716 

8,332 
12,771 
24.771 
18,426 
14,385 
16,018 
10,815 


8.747 
12,006 

7,993 
12.1'M 
24,102 
18,536 
14.663 
10,747 
10,801 


S,195 
U,961 

8,743 
11,860 
241069 
18,021 
16,152 
16,684 
10,520 
i26;204 


8,304 

11,698 
8;i35 

34>G9 
18,148 

14,154 
15,911 
10,101 












Peal 

York 

Ontario 

NorthumWland! ;;:.;■"! 


lo;^ 

22,424 

17,791 
13,916 
15,425 
9224 








67.170 


33,507 


37,262 


127,929 


126,713 


123,078 








Frontenac 

Leedn and Grenville 

Dundas 


6,472 
6;235 
10,663 
4,14!) 
3,361 
4,0*9 

slisi 

1.949 

■ 7.494 

6,498 

6,385 


1.684 
1631 
3.973 
llSi? 
1,547 
2.097 
1,744 
1,062 
2,469 
1.938 
1,948 
20,390 


2,630 
2,688 
6,801 
3,660 
3,288 
2,392 

2;i3e 

1,438 
3,769 
3;997 
2,517 
3i,196 


9.786 
9.542 
19,437 
8,028 
7,186 
8,538 
7,004 
4.447 
13.732 
11,423 
10,060 
109,161 


10.404 

9.199 

'S 

6,211 
8,682 
6;947 
4.565 
13,953 
10,617 
10,000 
"iCB^fiOO 


10,136 
9.659 

18.396 
7,648 
6,665 
8,263 
6,633 
1.361 

13.330 

10,438 

9,810 

105,228 


9,870 
8.791 
17,340 
7,691 
6,609 
8,293 
7,039 
4,639 
13,803 
10120 
9.844 
103,938 


9.244 
8,155 
16.518 
6,976 


■GlenKarry 






















67,576 










6,973 

fi,375 

075 

21.3"lf 


2,307 
1,015 

2,907 
7,323"" 


4,015 

"119 
5,308 
12,130 


12,295 
91978 
987 
17.503 
40,763 


12,195 
10,351 
1,010 

16,382 
39,938 


11,787 
9,630 
807 
15,842 
38,066' 


12,249 

10,307 

876 

15,616 














16,420 






39,048 


37,413 






1,2!4 
463 
fi67 


629 
364 


521 
200 
377 


2,364 
873 
1,408 


2,141 
765 
1,136 


1,983 
1.320 


1.893 
863 
1,067 


1,72p 




Algoina 


791 




3.334 


1,113 


1,098 


4,546 1 4,032 


3,497" 








300,807 


118,380 


177,031 






535,9M 













■ 
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CATTLE. 

S No. II.— Showing by Cuunty MunJCtpalitiea and (croupa of Cuuntioa the number of 
», Store Cattle mid young and olhat Cattle in Ontario in 1888 ; also tha totiil* for thefiva y 


.en. Milch ^H 
«is 1884-S. ^H 


iti«. 


I! 


M 


ill 
1=1 


ill 


Tutal«. ^1 


1888. 


1887. 


1880. 


1885. 


1884. 


»iid'.! 

i .... 
■!«.... 

*U.... 

«!....] 
ws ... 

■ton .. 

«1b.... 
xib".'. 

Bdw-d. 
als.... 

ft Ad. 

lU 

tOren. 


248 
132 
207 
530 
IM 
2117 
i;586 


13,411 

lH,7fi5 
17,5W6 

ia.i9f. 

12.676 
8.917 
87,440 


7,785 
14..OT 
10,009 
6,8 IQ 
5,428 

47.3B0 


15,171 
3.1,893 
19.094 
11.628 
12,331 
8,018 
90.05a 


36,816 
57,366 
40:896 
34,075 

20:899 
336.331 

68.404 
10<1,928 
84.466 


34,375 
56,210 
49,772 
34,973 
34,132 
22,882 
233,334 

66,974 
105,650 
82,437 


36.344 

69,821 
60,695 
35,086 
35,614 
22,033 
239,183 

67,807 
107.815 
85,009 


33,869 
56,690 
48,744 
.■i0,6«6 
32,626 
21,548 
3.'TO.143" 

55,026 
107.070 

81,604 
344.300 


.■«l,636 

54,611 
48,433 
34,735 
31,131 
19,010 


222,019 

01,330 
104,049 

80,870 
346,756 


118 
H72 


17.41fi 
30.717 
27,610 
76,743 


15,618 
29,1163 
19,438 
64,699 


25..'H4 
46.147 
36.656 


108,017 


249,868 


244,961 


380,631 


i.eae 

2,114 


33,801 

24.20B 
58,007 

33,634 

AOTS 
25,842 
26,029 
14.433 

9,876 


31,257 
16,595 
37,853 

20,085 
11,323 
41108 
16,665 
17.823 
6,392 
7,870 


47,377 
29,070 
'77,647' 

43.858 
31,214 
9,553 
33,830 
35:254 
10.041 
13,418 
173,174 


101,001 
70,959 
175,020 

105,239 
68,230 
33,689 
76,413 
79,456 
35,969 
3i:442 


101,604 
68.493 
170,167 

107,408 
69,807 
36,626 

79,616 
79.038 
36,711 
30,351 


105,979 
72,317 
178,296 

117,397 
73.528 
38,918 
78,483 
80.476 
38,320 
30,808' 
"447,929" 


105.615 
73,468 


106,763 
70,702 


179.073 

113,183 
71.871 
27,307 
79,491 
78.655 
36,992 
31.408 


176,46* 


30 
160 

80 
350 
ll:i 
278 

"XoeT 


113.868 
70.388 
25,539 
76,41S 
78,100 
36,656 
80.932 


164,947 


89,366 




439,356 


438,807 


431.886 


126 
200 
241 
38 
73 
28 
137 
28(i 
48 


8,914 
13,IB3 

9,999 
12.939 
20,869 
16,304 
12,450 
31,023 

9:781 

r26,43r 


3.038 
5,187 

6,133 
01953 
10,039 
10,070 
7.833 
6.858 
g.a.'iO 


7,718 
11,542 
9,966 

ii:3oa 

16,097 
22.944 
14.590 
16,370 
6,591 


19,795 
30,083 
26.339 
31,338 
47,134 
49,346 
36,010 
43,537 
18,276 


31.943 
32,734 

27,648 
33,046 
47.853 

61,171 
35,463 

43,712 
19,216 


21,461 
34,127 
39,374 
33:723 

50,825 
51,984 
39,344 
44,368 
21,555 


21,194 
32,748 
29,488 
31,328 
. 51,029 
50,007 
36.574 
44,893 
19,041 


19,319 
31,363 

27,070 
30.361 
47,436 
50,911 
37,264 
43,638 


1,182 




115,126 


300.757 


312,483 


336,751 


316,302 


303.076 


282 
3«3 
119 
39 

is' 

48 


14,379 
17,030 
47,Oi8 
17,188 
16,471 
1S,B65 
12,580 
6,077 
23,946 
17,184 
18.721 


5,829 
6,131 
9,044 
3:744 
1,884 
2:934 
2.243 
3,674 

s,oai 

7,787 
9,913 
60,824 

10,950 
6,848 
1,162 

6,591 
36,047 


9,939 
10,823 
31,333 
7,108 
6,731 
8,953 

4:^88 
17,374 
17.380 
14,954 
135,613 

13,002 
12,406 
2,119 
18,339 
46,870 


30.329 
33,846 
78,043 
28,079 
24,086 
3O.5B0 
21,528 
13,637 
49,341 
42,639 
43,618 
395,666 

■ 36,676 
34,071 
5,812 
60,432 

136,891 


35,430 
33,689 
75,092 
28,317 
23,546 
28,930 
2i;097 
1 ,817 
4 ,649 
4,246 
4 ,622 
395,330 

39,339 
34:338 

6,641 

68,701 

" 138,977' 


35,137 
36,847 
78,899 
39.388 
35.028 
30.764 
23,373 
16,955 
48,817 
43.046 
46,133 
412,176 


.32,390 
* 30,683 
75,989 
28.460 
26,659 
32,626 
33,893 
16,764 
45.176 
44,665 
43,083 
401.080 


29,266 

31.177 
74,680 
36.512 
23,343 
30:913 
20,819 
16,627 
45,133 
43:468 
44,789 
384.315 


w .... 


188 


aJ*.... 

■ 

ton ... 
[■ .... 

»u>oe. 


1,136 


208,194 

12,248 

14,337 
3.331 
H483 
03,288 


310 
430 
310 
1,130 
3, ISO 


37.411 
33,716 
6,801 
60,563 
137,991 


4o.no 

36,640 
6,499 
66,089 


37,014 
33,736 
6.346 

59.063 


139,938 


136,047 


U19 
464 
CM 


4,639 
1,811 
a,13R 


2,026 j 6,480 
'm 2.296 
1,504 2,986 
4,495 10,701 


12,954 
6,556 
7,177 

25;687 


13,717 

4,079 
0:370 

—2^:760- 


12,854 
5, US 
7,249 


13,661 
6,131 
7,C60 


13,437 
6,436 

B;741 


1,933 


8.608 


26,316 


26.833 


ae,sis 


13,672 


781,669 


388,939 745,568 


1,938,038 


1,948,264 


2.018,173 


1,976,480 


1,935,670 
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SHEEP. 

MunicipaliCies and 
tario in 1888 ; also I 


groups ot 
e totals fo 


Gouncies the number of CMital 

the five yuars 1884-8. 1 


^^^H 


Coarsp wooUed. 


Fine wooUed. 






Totals. 






Over 

lyear. 


Under 
1 year. 


Over 
lyear. 


Under 
1 year. 


1888. 


1887. 


1886. 


1885. 


1884. 


Eseej 

Kant 

Elgin 

Norfolk.... 
Haldimand. 
Wellaod ... 
Totals.... 
Lambton... 

^^B Totols.... 

W fc.:::;: 

1 Middlesex. . 
1 Oxford 

K::::;: 

Totals.... 

Lincoln. 
Wentworth. 

IS:::;::: 
SS=,:::: 

Nortlminy.. 

Prince Ed.. 

Totals.... 

Len.* Ad.. 
Frontenac. 
Leeds &G.. 
Dnndas 

PresooM,... 

Russell 

Oarleton ... 
Renfrew ... 

Lanark 

Totals.... 

Viotori« ... 

Peterboro-. . 

, Haliburton.. 

Totals.... 

Muskoha . . 

Parry Sound 

Algoma..... 

Totals. . . 

The P'vinoa 


10,120 
13,158 
13.«7 

7,054 
10,421 

7.050 
62,120 

14,881 
31,873 
37,129 


7,050 
8,66B 
9,893 
6,079 
8,086 
3:894 
43,671 

10,342 
20,580 
21,491 


3,637 

IS 

4,464 

3,763 
5,070 


2,078 
2,645 
3,795 
3,609 
3,082 

"T8,«e 


31.886 
28:451 
31,428 
23,006 
23,351 
90,307 
147:428 


22.672 
26,233 
31.866 
23.301 
27.705 
23.173 


37,526 
32.469 
30.068 
27,177 
29,946 
24,053 


25,879 
36,706 
34,854 
38.875 
32,809 
27.595 


34,074 
37,428 
48.7SS 
32,997 
38,545. 
26.r» 


23,235 
4,329 
0.312 


152,850 


171,238 


186,718 


3,692 
5,363 
4,273 
13,328 


33,244 
64,931 
69.105 


30,318 
69,476 
60,765 


36,344 
79,323 
76.109 


41,316 

85,677 
83,190 


88,17* 


at,682 


53,422 


167,270 


169,459 


191,776 


210,183 


238,99* 


«,593 
2B,60S 


31,600 
16,'I61 
47,281 

15,419 
7,315 
5,455 

15,590 

18.822 
6,118 
7,651 

76,270 


11,«B 
12,118 
33,561 

5.849 
4,265 
2:332 
4.487 
8,994 
7.393 
2,753 
86,063 


7.667 
7,256 
14,9K 


100,30J 
63,840 


101,566 
66,037 


111,784 
77.621 


132,431 

84,882 


130,775 
83.70* 


78.200 

23,086 

7!384 
21.374 
31.288 
11.213 

L^a? 

117.027 


183,944 

47':siffl 
35,351 
16,913 
44,848 
66,170 
39.816 
36,464 


167,593 

26;027 
10,93( 


189.405 


207,313 


213,484 


4,039 
3,549 
1,753 
3,197 
6,066 
5,092 
1,700 


52,192 
28,923 
23.148 
64,409 
75,999 
35.674 
29:806 


61,468 
34,145 
36,763 
58,217 
87.412 
40,722 
36,282 


"1 

40^ 

soiaoi 
~378J» 


2B,395 


264,755 


358!5!iO 


300,149 


343,009 

18,241 
25.64d 
21,099 
26,676 
51.871 
46.788 
34 338 
38.785 
16,629 


5,367 
8,788 
7,704 
10,606 
14.034 
15,649 
14,417 
1B,U8 
fi,9B8 


8,506 
6,688 
5,101 
5,789 
9,501 
9,8 3 
8,2 4 
9)9 4 
3,1 1 


3,039 
3,224 
3;D66 
2.949 
8,603 
8.374 
3,770 
2,062 
1.757 
37.123 


3,2£3 
2,616 
1.724 
1,755 
5,466 
5,721 
2,807 
2^090 
1,G31 
26,932 


16,725 
21,216 
16.595 
21.098 
37,693 
39.557 
29,208 
29.834 
12,437 
223,363 


13,796 

!S 

22,773 
36,939 
32,987 

11,504 


18.919 
31.987 

18.857 
27.849 
47,063 
44,775 
33,443 
33,687 
15,091 


19,30ft 
28,6aft 

S3 
|i 

17,69 


S7,630 


61.678 


316,450 


363,57! 


277.976 


6,604 

20,782 
Tb04 
B.071 
8,479 
8,164 
4,B66 
IftOSl 
29,437 
24,071 


2,904 

2,911 
3,427 
B407 
1.554 

14184! 
13,168 


3,731 

4,m 

7.707 

2,347 
?,197 
4,093 
l,(i34 
1,S.'14 
5,869 
0,256 
1,986 


1,760 
2,788 
t:i24 
1,247 
1,160 
3,106 
1107 
'630 
3,234 
3,742 
1,501 
33,379 


15,991 
22.040 
44,998 
12,102 
12,339 
18,106 
16.302 
8.204 
38,168 
5i;27fl 
40,716 
283,237 


23,013 
25,680 
47,204 
13,801 
13,619 
20,180 

IKS 

41,092 
53,615 
50,962 


29,038 
32,232 
63,925 
18.818 
15,071 
32 333 
18,113 
15,066 
46,737 
65,379 
54,160 


27.070 
34,180 
66.677 
S0.104 
16,464 
25,710 
31,840 
14.094 
44,036 
57,437 
60,078 
387,685 


33,06 

70,68 

J 


142.161 

14,614 
12,465 
2,381 
15,043 


76,353 

7,442 
7,298 
945 
8,934 
24,609 


41,344 


315,130 


369.861 


3,808 

690 

7.016 


2.782 
l,2f« 

4,45! 
8,S51 


28.548 
22.700 


34,831 
32,38f 

36:87! 


34,368 
24,326 
4,123 
42,859 


38.624 
31.881 
7:282 
46,851 
123,618 


40,313 
02,91 


44,303 


13,182 


91,04o 


97.805 


105,684 


123,10» 


3,783 
1,614 
2,446 


3,089 
535 
1,624 


1.643 

eso 

1,387 
106,035 


l,l>09 
310 
916 


8.522 
3.139 
6,361 
18,002 
1,349,044 


9,981 
2.986 
6,358 
18.285 


9.91; 

6:i8i 
19,295 


10.314 
3.96; 


10.500 
3.81 
17,86& 


7,841 
632,964 


3,234 
133.S43 


19,104 


SS6.502 


1,396.161 


1,810,949 


1.755,805 


l,BM.73a 


^ 



TABLE No. IV.-Showing by Couotj 
(ovar uid under 1 year) in Oa 


MunicipalitieH and groutw of Countiea 
tario in 1888 ; also Che Cotalii for the five roa 


he Dnmber 
rs 1884-8. 


of Hogs 




t 
'888. Totals. 


CountieB. 


Over 

1 ye«. 


Under 
1 year. 


1988. 


1887. 


1886. 


1886. 


18S4. 


Bbbbi 


11,448 
10,395 
5,827 
4,359 
3,li08 
1,256 

-35;49r 


40,150 
44,830 
36,995 
31,064 

r7j^2 


51,696 
55,225 
32,822 
25,423 


43,006 
54,623 
36,824 
27,113 
16,070 
9,307 


47,424 
50,713 
33,8.'t2 
23,003 
18,684 
10,803 


44,061 
42,515 
26,450 
22,381 
16.858 
10,737 


43,069 

4o;es7 

26,830 
23,861 
17,736 
11,269 




Elgin 

Norfolk 

Haldimand 

WollMid 




188.184 


185,843 


183,358 


163,002 


163,451 






4,204 
7.198 
5,053 
18,454 

7,824 
8,175 


22^048 
18,812 
54,889 


18,433 
29,246 
23,664 
71.343 


17,422 
28,631 
23,647 
69,700 


19,369 
27,717 
22,968 


10,944 
28,675 
34,090 


20,261 
37.151 

80,119 


Bmce 


ToMli 


69,942 


69,709 


87.521 




2B,07S 
31,176 


33,502 
39,360 


33.027 
37,988 


36,447 
39,746 


35,276 
43,488 


44,604 

47,U7 


Eia.::::::;:::::;::;::::: 




16,990 


66.853 


72,852 


71,016 


76,193 


77.763 


91.711 






5,592 
4,840 

^088 
4,615 
5,481 
21117 
3,149 


33.876 
26,103 
11,604 
18,600 
25,733 
12,879 
9,924 


39,468 
29,943 
13,592 
23,121 
31,214 
14,996 
13,073 
185,407 


38,^7 
30,259 
14,333 
23,563 
30.894 
14,175 
11,931 


39,874 
29.680 
12.877 
23,505 
30,560 
16,530 
HOSO 


36,147 
26,658 

as 

29.947 
15.507 
14.052 
156,767 






27,131 

16,946 
26,201 
35,532 

18,681 
16,879 






^?Sr°::;;::-::;::::: 




Total. 


37,782 


137.825 


163,601 


166,002 


178,756 


I-ncoIn 


1,654 
2,600 
1.474 
3,377 
8,981 
82156 
3,497 
6,013 
i;237 


8,373 
11,700 

7,616 
14,973 
29,404 
18,028 
10,680 
12,075 

i:644 


9,927 
14,300 

8,989 
18,350 
3S,385 
24,2(14 
H.177 
17,088 

4,7S1 


11.325 
14,413 

19:^ 

34.191 
33,307 
17,462 
17,676 
7,557 
154,678 


14,135 
16,816 
11.027 
20.S01 
38,587 
26,303 
16,847 
18,019 
7,499 


13,179 
15.908 
11,603 
19.866 
34,860 
24,894 
17,696 
19,106 
6,931 


12,860 


Hriton 

Poel 

York .-. 


13, ni 
20,456 
38.002 
26,631 
23,118 








^372 






32,099 




148,291 


170,014 








Iiennox and AddinRtoa 

I«eda uid GrBoville 

Dondas 


2.263 
2;729 
6,829 
2;932 
2,313 
3096 

1,539 
5,285 
7,373 
5,271 


5,709 
5,300 

13,281 
6:544 
4,626 
5:395 
5,355 
3.487 

10,730 
8,716 
8,100 


7,973 
8,020 
10,110 
8,476 
fi,938 
8,491 
8,971 
5.039 
16.015 
15,938 
13,371 


8,168 
8.328 
20.761 
8,477 
6:678 
7.868 
8,818 
5,823 
18,890 
18,830 
13,921 
126,061' 


8.255 

lis; 

9,112 
10,186 

6,917 
23,771 
15,707 
14,177 


8,715 
8;229 
20,686 
9,600 
7,217 
9,484 
10,130 
7,363 
19.843 
±7.077 
13.810 


10,179 
9,396 
23,085 
10,882 
7,829 
0,14B 
8,942 
8,015 


^ee:e:: 






16,954 
14,217 








43,144 


76,243 


118.387 


137,263 


132,154 






TTotoritt 


3,880 
t:891 
688 
6,373 
14,611 


10,870 

10,453 

909 

12,670 


14,760 
14,344 
1,477 
18,842 


19,681 
13,541 
1,667 
22.040 


10.447 
13,613 
i:837 
18,430 
50,327 


17.236 
14.449 
1,504 
18,230 
61,418 


19,044 

17,269 
I,n6 
23,824 


aasss?" 






Totals 


34,803 


40,413 


56,799 


80,843 




848 
513 
716 


1,876 
1,139 
2,114 
5,128 


2,721 
1,661 
3.830 
7.302 


3,740 
1,424 
1,956 
6,120 


2,419 
1,837 
2,770 


3,052 
1,808 
3,658 


4,336 












TotalB 


2,074 


7,026 


8,616 


13,194 




187.G54 


631.425 


819.079 


833,817 


860,135 


822.263 


M6.168 





TABLE No. v.— Showing by Oonnty Municipalities and groupa of CauDtiea the number of Turkoji 
Ueeae and other l-'owja in Oat:>rio in 18SH ; also the tatatii of Puultry for the Eve years 1884-8. 



137,6M 
137,m 
114,894 
104,«B 
824.977" 
149,676 
307,S<5 
203,718 ' 213 ,713 
"^U55,455 071,138 




W ■ ■ ■ ■:.. ' -^^ 


RATIOS OF LIVE STOCK. 

TABLK No. VI.— Shnwing; by Conoty MnnicipaUtiea and group* of Ooantle. the number and 
Live Stock in Untiuin in the years 1S87 and ISSK p«r 1,000 acres of cleared land. 


..,.., 1 


Couaties. 


H<HB€)I. 


Cattle. 


Sheep. 


Hogs. 


Poultry. 


Value of % 
Live Stock. \ 


1S88. 


18S7. 


1888. 


M,. 


1888. 1887. 


1888. 


1887. 


1888. 


1887.' 


1888. 


1887. 




78.1 
67,4 

bi.0 
54.7 

5-.i!l 
46.0 
50.1 

47.1 
53.0 

54.0 

59.0 

5l!2 
54.2 

40.4 

5sa 

61.1 
til.7 

jo.e 

63,2 
60.ti 
5B.0 
60.7 
B3.B 
M.1 
5e.l 


73.3 1 188.1 
ti6.3 203. 4 
W.2 173.a 
KLO 1B0.1 

fia.7 isas 


184.7 
198.9 
1DI.4 
153.7 


112.4 121.3 

100.4 S9.3 
116.6 122.8 

H6.9 103.4 
117.6 14O.0 
la6.1 1 139.3 

110.5 i H6.4 


265.0 
194.9 
121.7 
112.0 
66,1 
49.7 
139.5 


231.1 
192.9 
137.S 
119.1 
81.2 
58.5 


66&0 
810.1 
B77.7 
636.2 
563.4 
646.6 


982.6 
716.6 
672.2 
653.4 
649.7 
647.9 


11,906 
11,361 
9,524 
8,368 
8,679 
8,717 
9,840" 
I0",023 
10,223 
9.067 
9,776 


11,370 
10,635 

9,925 

8,297 

9,283 

8,970 

9,788 

10,635 1 
10,270 

9.30ft 
10,004 

8,909 
-8.937- 

11,660 
10,626 
10,170 
10,980 

9.898 

9486 

7,868 
10,363 J 

9,399 1 
11,319 1 

9,585 1 
9;419 1 
10,672 1 
8.602 1 

8,233 1 
7,742 1 
9,366 1 








Haldimand 


lambton 

Hnrcm 


TdVo"; m)7H"iT;ii,i» 


6l!3 
45.7 
49. S 

45.8 
51.1 
48.2 
62.1 

57!8 
63.2 
50.2 
62.3 
45.7 
61.7 

58.3 
68.3 
48-1 
51.8 
58.2 
55. 9 
51.0 
63.7 
59.0 
66.Q 


a>7.1 

i9y.o 

192.6 
198.6 

191.4 
162 6 

nO- 

201.4 
195.4 
140.2 
2H.3 
182.8 
156.6 
172.8 
U7.2 

133.0 
14G.0 
159.9 
130.1 
116.3 
147.3 
123.4 
140.1 
90.9 


234.7 

aoo.7 

192.4 

Years 

1811.5 
1S0.9 
171.8" 

208.7 
209.0 

157.6 
224,8 
182.9 
167.5 
168.9 
193.8 

147.8 
1BB,9 
166.3 
1.S9.6 
115.9 
154.4 
130.7 
140.0 
105.1 


117.8 
120.8 
167.5 

ma" 

184.5 
136.9 
162:6" 

90.7 
74.8 
10O.1 
125.2 
160.0 
129.0 
140.0 
114.0 

10B.6 
103.0 
100.7 
87.9 
92.2 
118.1 
103.0 
96.0 
88.0 


111). 2 
132,1 
16B.9 

uoT 


54.4 
53.9 
56.7" 


54.4 

65,2 
67.8 

6L6 
83.7 


505.1 
610.8 
513.0 
566.6 

631.0 
558.9 
643.9 

637,9 
6U9.6 
509.2 
638.0 
647.9 
641.8 
663.8 
6S3.6 

486.1 
479.1 
467.2 
504.4 
523.2 
618.9 
478.2 
457.8 
427.1 


611.3 
033.0 
616.3 




582.7 

637.2 
676.G 
555.2 

630.7 
641.9 
562.6 
637,1 
558.9 
B81.4 
56L8 
6S3.2 

683.2 
656.3 
634-8 
614.7 
648.3 
663.5 
58S.8 
B00.8 
578.3 


189.3 1 61.6 
143.5 1 84.0 


8,791 
8,933 
8,856 




Middlesex 


89.4 
77.9 
118.4 
12S.5 
154.9 
130.2 
133.0 
116.T 

93,9 
103.0 
104.5 
97.4 
89.3 
99.6 
104.6 
10O.8 
liS.9 


72.2 


71.7 


76.6 1 74.0 


iq,26C 
ltf,107 
9,188 
10,558 
9,423 
9.367 
8,248 
9,783 


Brant 

Perth 

Welliimton 


80.P 
84.8 
71.8 
819 
71.9 
^0 

66.7 

as 

76.4 
89.0 

72.6 

eao 

65.0 
2Ul1 


84.5 
63.7 
71.5 
00.8 
68.6 
-73T 

75.6 
70.0 
69.2 
81.8 
8a<G 
70.0 
64.3 
56.6 
41.3 


Grow.... 


9,145 
9,818 
8:732 
9,097 
9,898 
9,839 
8.127 
7,990 
7,293 


SK"" 








Durham 

NortbuioberlaDd.. 
Prince iidward . . 

Lennox & jLdd . . - 
Leeds & Ureii Viil'e 


131,8 


137.0 


97.9 


95.6 


65.0 


68.3 


487.9 


556.2 


8,975 


48.7 
45.1 
47.1 
lfO.4 
fil.9 
60.2 
54.0 
59.0 
4».8 
44.0 
34.7 
48.6 


53.3 

46.3 
40.4 
64.4 
54.2 
62.0 
54.0 
69.4 
47.7 
42.9 
35.2 
47.9 


160.9 
160.1 
IH9.3 
2U.3 
207.5 
216.3 
166.0- 
181.4 
178.9 
163.8 
150.6 
176.2" 


178.0 
161.1 
184.0 
206.5 
206.5 
20«.4 
1640 
193.2 
176.0 
1B8.4 
1)13.6 
178.9 


79.6 
104.2 
109.1 

91.1 
106.3 
127,5 
126.7 
108.8 
133.4 
208.9 
140.6 


11B.6 
126.1 
115.6 
100.1 
118.8 
144.0 
120.7 
13i-.5 
1B1.2 
218.9 
17S.2 


3s!o 

46.4 
63. B 
59.8 
59.8 
69.2 
66.8 
68.1 
61,6 
48.2 


41.0 

40.6 
60.9 
81.6 
58.3 
66.1 
67.0 
75.9 
68.8 
76.9 
49.0 


406.9 
363.5 
505.9 
799.9 
729.6 
674.6 
445.4 
566.8 
682.1 
432.8 
396.0 


601.3 
410.3 
489.1 
804.7 
084.3 
642.9 

66013 
668.6 
484.9 
606. 1 


7,362 
7,611 
8.000 
11,780 
9:897 
10,058 
8,366 
9,348 
8,938 
7:833 
6,282 


B.07» 1 
7,877 
8:203 
9,787 
9,872 
10,029 
8434 
9,618 
9,060 
8:084 
7,037 


StomicMit 








Lanwk 

Group.... 


126.1 


142.7 


B3.7 


67.7 


507,2 


635.4 


8.148 


8,462 


51-4 
4<l.4 
36.2 
50.H 
49.a 


48 3 
3U.1 
61.1 


153.0 
158.4 
207.5 
175.4 
165.6 


168.1 
160.3 
233.6 
183.4 




6L7 
647 
62.7 
54.7 


83.8 
63.3 
59.2 
08.8 


641.6 
699.5 
426.6 
410.7 


fi04.1 
695.4 
5M.9 
602.9 


8,518 
7,870 
7,053 
8,738 


8,912 
8.069 
8353 
8,481 


Poterborough ... 
Haliburton 

Group 

Muskoka 

P»ny Sound 


105,5 
166. 7 
102.9 


104.4 

140.5 
115.1 


60.1 


174.4 


110 i 


122.8 


69.8 


7L3 


510.7 


568.3 


8,339 


43.5 
29.5 


42.0 
31.7 
33.0 
36.9 

61.8 


248.8 
187.4 
198.3 
217.9" 
170.6 


269.1 
193.fi 
187.1 
22liT 


183.7 
105.fi 
175.6 
"152J 


195.4 
122.7 
157.2 
167,4 


62 3 

55.7 
78. 2 


63.8 
68.9 
57.4 


662.7 
440.6 

666.7 


06C.6 
412.3 
637.9 


8,791 
6,754 
8,058 
8,054 


10,162 

8,587^ , 
7,606- j 
9,011 1 


Group.... 
The Province .... 


3«.(i 


61.1 


56.0 


633.2 


666.5 


175.4 


119.3 


125,7 


72,4 


76.0 


S16.1 


679.6 


9,096 


9,399 





TABLE No. VII.— ShowiuB by Coaoty Muaioipalitiei and groups ot Oountiea 
in Ontario in the yeara 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the Mi 
average niunbet of pounds par fleeGe. ' 







1888. 






1887. 




Yearly average for the 
- aevBD years 1883-8. 


Countiaa. 




p™.,. 


Lb. 
fle^. 


FleecGS. 


Pounds. 


Lb. 
6^. 


Fleeces. 


Pounds. 


Lb. 

per 
fleece. 


EsBax 

Kent 

Elgin 


10,268 
13,118 
13,933 

8,205 
10.429 

71320 


01,159 
37.891 


6. Oh 

IS 

S.67 
6.15 

5.18 


10,5G; 

u'Mi 

9,548 
12,539 
8.655 


62,748 
61,685 
S5,8S4 
62,882 
78.683 
46,331 


5.94 
5.99 
B.7S 
5.64 
6.37 
5.36 
6.84 


12.111 

iflleae 

13,431 
15,669 
10.135 
BS.16I 


68,686 
99,662 
111,038 
72,602 
95,217 


6.66 
6.71 
3.(» 
















03,371 

16,214 
3^603 

38,440 
86,257 


373.976 

91,143 
186,734 
319,480 


5.B1 

5.99 
6.73 
5.71 


66,419 

14,.546 
32,816 
34,898 


388.093 


600,441 










90,179 
189,996 
201,972 


6.20 
5.79 
6.79 


22,472 
44,267 
42,167 


131,396 
361,436 
338,886 


















497,357 


5.77 


83.259 


433,146 


6.86 


108,906 


621,718 










Bl,289 
2B,3fi6 


288,969 
166,487 


6.B3 
5.67 


60,593 
29,633 


288,992 
199,833 


6.71 
6.73 


61,597 
38,062 


339,323 
311,378 




Sun^a 




TotalB 


80,653 


455,426 


5.65 


80,226 


458,825 


5.72 


99,669 


560.701 


6.63 




21,771 
321760 
11.587 
13.671 


137.454 
62.371 
44,312 
123.475 
187.304 

75!584 


6,16 
6.84 
5.97 
5.67 
5.72 
5,47 
5.67 


31.079 
10,655 

S:S 

11.833 


133.234 
63,136 
48,298 
127,097 
186,066 
64,686 
68,807 


6.37 
5.91 
5.71 
6.87 
5.87 
6.47 
5.86 


31,497 
17,640 
12,283 
29,602 
41,816 
17.979 
16,212 
169.837 


204,472 
101,899 
71,198 
166.612 
2.10.026 
98.829 
90.682 




















"Waterloo 

DaSerin 


5.60 
5.69 


TotaU 


120,184 


694,356 


6.78 


117,196 


691,324 


5.90 


973,618 


5.73 




6,463 
9,4111 
7.837 
10,853 
14,754 
16,989 
15,040 
15.503 
e.l08 


27,637 
67,076 
47,596 

as 

J7,814 
85,413 
91.760 
30,538 


5.06 
6.01 
6.07 
6.61 
6.40 
6.12 
5.68 
6 93 
6,00 


4,814 
9.182 
8,155 
10,793 

13,902 
15,794 
] 6,764 
6.284 


25,700 
66,090 
51,839 
76.9*1 
94,387 
89,503 
89155 
98,908 
37,632 


6.34 
6.11 
6.36 
7.13 
6.35 
8.44 
6.64 
5.90 
5.21 


7,840 
13,004 
10.676 
14,314 
22,421 
21,361 
19,504 
19.264 
7.554 
135,828 


40,911 

67!092 
95,477 
138.289 
134,168 
113,701 
110.066 
40,292 


5.22 


















Dufbam 

Northumberland 


5,78 
6.72 








101,044 


804,001 


'i.88 


99,538 


609.958 


6.13 


813,683 








Lennox and Addington . 


r,076 
1 91352 
21,064 

6.807 

4,'61C 
19.765 
29,980 

24,481 

"146,524 


39.486 
50.549 
101.494 
29.533 
34,664 
39,310 
41.627 
21,377 
101.163 
138,821 
117,837 


5.58 
5.41 
4,82 
5.08 
6.33 
4.60 
4.99 
4.64 
5.12 
4.63 
4,81 


10,350 
11,171 
33,06! 

7!l8( 
8,861 
6,170 
4,811 
19,968 
38,333 
23.373 


65,739 
59,639 
111,959 
33.176 
40,617 
41,620 
30,314 
' 23,707 
106,547 
128,767 
137,141 


6.40 
5.33 
4.85 

8.19 
5.65 
4.70 
4.91 
4.93 
5.34 
4.64 
4,83 


12.819 
16. UO 

'l-Ml 

81^7 
13,791 
8,970 
6,760 
25,327 
81,477 


67.009 
79.635 

42,646 
31,664 
136,803 
139.677 
161,155 


6.3S 


Leeds and Grenville 


4.83 


Stormont 


5.10 


















Lanark 


4.77 




715,761 


4.83 


164,675 


769,106 


4.97 


195,083 


937.463 










14,764 
12,802 
2,323 
15.553 


82,839 
B3!09j 

78|5K 


5.62 
5.32 
4.84 
6.05 


16.69; 

2!31f 
17,52-1 


99,024 
63,799 
10,940 
S6,236 


6.97 
6.39 
4.93 
4.93 


19,070 
15,913 
3,396 
21,336 


105,064 
84, «1 
11,633 

104,692 




Peterbomugb 

Httliburtoa 

Hastings 


6.31 
4.86 
4.96 


TotalB 


45,438 


240,778 


6.30 


48,174 


269.989 


6.40 


58,715 


306,339 


6.23 




3,960 
1,649 
2.630 


21.891 
8.56) 
16;655 


5.53 
6.79 
6.19 


4,542 
1,149 


25,171 
6.7ffi 


6.64 
5.84 
6.21 


4,440 
1,371 


34,126 

8,088 

13 33J 

-^5,6r3 




Parrv 3>k^ , , 




Algo'U 


6.03 




8,139 


47,100 


5.79 


8,000 


46.213 


5. 78 


«.033 


6 68 






The Provinoe 


650.513 


3.628,744 


5,68 


668,488 


3.705,654 


5.64 


881,313 


4,749,626 


6.5 



TABLB No. VIII.-Shnwiin 

in Ontario in the years U_. 

■verage number of pounae per fleece. 



iven^B for the aevtn years II 





1888. 


1887. 


Yearly average tor tbe 
seven years IB83.8. 


CountJHs. 


rleeCBB. 


Pounds. 


Lb. 

fleeoB. 


Fleeaes. 


Pounds. 


Lb. 

per 
fleece. 


Fleeces . 


Poonds. 


Lb. 

pet 
ttaece. 


Ewa): 


2,fi98 
4,003 
4,467 
4,526 
2,879 

6,2;h 


14,974 
22,019 
31,028 
21.482 
14,763 
24,774 


5.56 
B.50 

S:?i 
lit 


3.216 
3,878 
3,421 

J 


16,336 
21,622 
19.897 
19,540 
18,368 
35,666 


5.06 
6.68 
5.82 
4.93 
4.96 
4.80 


2,476 
3,923 
3i679 
4.331 
3,687 
4;759 


12,754 
20,533 
20,697 
20,700 
17.691 
21,877 


5.16 


S&.:::;;:::;-.:::::: 


5,63 
4.78 
4,93 
4.60 








23,807 

4,289 
7;490 
6,301 


129,030 




121.129 


5.15 


23,764 


114.251 


5,03 




l*mbton 

Huron 


26,246 
42.345 
34,749 
102,340 


5.89 
6.65 
6.61 
6.66 


3,285 
7,290 
6,613 
17,088 


18,331 
40,302 

34.860 


6.58 
5.53 
6.36 


3,690 

IS 


20.033 
34,706 
35,523 


5.43 

5,38 








18,083 

~1^ 
12,126 


93.483 


6.47 


16,707 


90,263 










63,111 
63,371 


5.31 
6.23 


9.483 
10,368 


49,732 
53,138 


5.24 
6.03 


9,631 
8,692 


49,708 














23,Bia 






19.851 


101,870 


6.13 


18,223 


94,274 












6.018 
4,284 

im 

37,101 




4,666 
4:632 
2,612 
4.617 
7,830 
, 7,010 
3!l42 


28,544 
23,603 
12,279 
24,851 
39,(K2 
36,224 
16,981 


5.70 
6,11 
4.70 
6.38 
4.99 
5.17 
5,40 
5.21 


5,314 
<203 
3,016 
4,413 
7,968 
5,671 
2,603 
32,886 


29,316 
22,200 
15.857 
23,797 
41,010 
27.733 
13,640 






22:544 
12,529 
34,820 
4i),143 
37,429 
14,702 


5.26 

5.Vi 
4.95 
5,40 




JP^JJf 


6.2a 


^Sr:;;;::. ..::... 


5,15 










TotaU 


198,298 


6.29 


34,488 


179,634 


173,553 


5,28 


.Lincoln 


3,682 


17.358 


4.69 

6.71 
6.46 
6.20 
6.58 
5.79 
5.46 
4.97 


3,528 
2.643 

1^966 
3.076 

aim 

6,H79 
3,723 

1,845 


17,896 
13,755 
11,322 
17.360 
43,463 
40.140 
16,611 
16,661 

g;666 


5,07 
6,20 
5,76 
5,64 
5,32 
6,84 
6,70 
6,41 
6,24 


3,137 
2.949 
1,815 
2363 
7179 
7,048 


15,401 
I6.04b 
10,055 
13,44* 

39.41f 


4,91 




2,099 12,068 
3,0T2 16,768 
8,841t 45,968 




Pee! 


5.60 










NonhumberlaDd 

Prinoe Edward 


3,684 
3,135 


14,643 
10,609 


2,785| 14.990 
2,J69i 13,951 


5.38 
6.04 




37,978 
3,786 

s 

2,470 
2,303 
4,017 
i;63I 
1,372 
6,027 
6,704 
2,069 


203,904 


5.37 


33,916 


185,774 


5.48 


33,639 


174,944 








LoDnoK «nd Addiuirton., 

t-nrntaoao 

UBdfl .nd GranvillB 


20,776 
21,261 
36,619 
12,428 
12,212 

9137^ 
7,343 
31,073 
32,683 
10,249 


5.49 
4.04 
4.64 
5.03 
6.30 
4.95 
5.73 
5.35 
6.30 
4.88 
4.95 


3,636 
4,488 
6,94; 


18,643 
31,683 
33.356 


5.14 
4,81 
4.80 
5,10 
5,36 
4,84 
6.48 
4,85 
6,13 


3,074 
4,018 
8,622 
3.703 
2,617 
3,933 
2,453 
i;67t 
6.401 
6,303 
3,343 


18,716 
19,929 
431088 
13,163 
13,881 
18,980 
12,315 
81388 
26,981 
28,134 
16,765 


5.09 

4.96 
4.88 


Stormont 


2,034] 10,902 


St:.:.;:::::;;;:: 


2,033 
1,633 
4,252 

5,217 
2.886 


11.093 
7,593 
21,814 


5,0a 










Luuuk 


15,009| 6.30 


4.71 




43,588 


214, sot, 


6.04 


39.371 


197.081 


5.01 


44,593 


317,310 


4,87 




Victoria 


4,10; 

'69; 

7,271 
13.899 


32,170 
9,197 
3,533 

35,241 


5.40 
5.03 
5.09 
4,85 


4.480 


24,446 


5.46 
4,52 
6.10 
5.10 


3,764 
2,027 
1062 
6,421 


20,651 
9,754 

4:541 
30,142 


5.47 










4.99* 


25,485 


4.69 




70,146 


5.05 


11,484 


59,293 


6.16 


13.354 


84,988 










1,694 
680 
1,367 


8,563 
4,076 
7;639 


6.05 
6.9i 


1,378 
554 
872 


6,786 
3,026 
4,639 


4.92 
5,4G 
5,32 


1,378 
609 
687 


7,016 
3,260 
3,660 


















3,741 


20,277 




2,804 


14,451 


6.16 












ThaProrinee 


201,010! 1,063,2831 5.28 


183.502 


952,595 


5,32 


183,730 


943,407 


5.13 
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TABLE No. IX.-ah<.wi[.B 
Ontario in lh« 


WOOL 

fevea ynn 18828 with the yearly avtraffe 


nntios the total ClipofWudlin 1 
or the *ev«n years. | 


Connties. 


1888. 


1887. 


1SS6. 


188S. 


1884. 


1883. 


1882. 


Tfarlj 
IfM-H" 




lb. 

77,156 
101.913 
114,325 
68,005 
78.'JI2 
68,005 
G03,005 


lb. 
78,984 
83,307 

105,731 
72,423 
06,831 
71,947 

509,222 


lb. 

a-i,74G 

113,151 
96,090 
87.420 

109,863 
74,731 

677,007" 


lb. 

85,558 
134,918 
115,.M8 

94,031 
117,708 

87,606 
635.449 


lb. 

87,551 
137,534 
163, 7;m 

109.000 
146,337 
84,198 
717,.160 

201,334 
834,813 
306,716 
841.751 

44.5,8.'M> 
293.198 
738,333" 


lb. 

79,258 
149,459 
10i,]51 

117,999 
12M;il7S 
78,386 
716,233 

"18^975 
346,^59 
309,938 

"■840,7-2 


lb. 

65.120 
130,946 
163,959 
103,029 
112,676 

67,735 
643,963" 

174,356 
295,571 
249,109 
719,038 


81,338 

m.u 

131.715 

6H,«9! 

151,4» 
B8fl,ll! 
ZliM 
71I,9W 

2»,W 






Ncfrfoik:::::::. 

Haldimaod 

Wallaud 

Totals 


LamliWn ... 


116,389 
22S.079 
364,239 
699.097 


108,510 

230,297 
23«,(.22 
' 675,6:;9 


127.795 
264.712 
270,407 
662,914 


117,756 
301,06:1 
294,646 
744,065 




Totals 




351,070 

229,838 
680.908^ 


338,724 

22i;971 
560,695 


384,923 
27;i,941 
658,884 


436.381 
313,686 
760,067 


413.773 

289,:) 11) 
083,002" 


352.610 
190,354 
642,861 


Simcoa 


ToUU 


BH,9!i, 


Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 

Waterloo 

Duffarin 

Totals 


172,485 
81,916 

57,341 
14M,3y5 
23fi,447 
lOO.aifi 

90,230 
890,054 

44.895 
7*fiii 
59,603 
88..'i0i 
140,S70 
144,754 
107,-i4!l 
100,403 
41,148 
807,S»5 

fiO,202 
71,810 

138,113 
41,951 
46,770 
59,199 
51,001 
28,720 
133,135 
171,.t04 
128,086 
930;5B7 


158,778 
86.73H 
'!0,a77 
16i;w8 
226,118 
100,910 
8li,788 
870,858 

43,690 
69.845 
63,161 
94,304 
1.37,750 
12y,fl43 
104.660 
116,669 
37.198 
795,732 


9y!62S 
77,017 
180,785 
271.628 
120,501 
102,066 
■l",050,893 


223,630 
118,750 
99,119 
192.733 
.■108,846 
138,478 
120,581 
1,108,127" 


267,476 
142,939 
98,163 
215,322 

122,156 

1,330.021 


313,-'-^9 
166,-179 
110.129 

SJ." 

141,<)83 

112,382 

1,405,163 


301,953 

167.748 
110.106 
210.972 
257,401 
140,064 
96,146 
1,281,482 


233,7&l 

H7,0U 
IDOlUB 
»tl,OK 

10l,3JS 
1,147,171 


Lincoln 

Weotworth 

Hallon 


59,033 
88,016 
72,061 
111,556 
181,696 
177,162 
130.137 
118,833 
64,144 


68.398 
89,092 
82:384 
108,831 
199.834 
181,49! 
132,196 
138,888 
63,113 


61,260 
101,877 

91,669 
120,066 
182,368 
206.297 
161,761 
140,613 

67.840 
1,122,636 


65,716 
100,327 

87,700 
116,490 
203.5.'ro 
203,1*83 
136,700 
134,165 

6^484 
1.121,094 


61,2D4 
^,030 
83,501 
116,724 
190.562 
172,760 
127.279 
121,130 
71,773 
1,040,MS 


66,311 

77:i4T 
I07,9» 
376,SSr 

nim 

128,M1 

s:mi 

!)S8,ffl 




Ontario 

Dorhan. 

Northumberlan-l 
Prince Edward. 


Totals 


988,465 


1,044,626 


I*nnox £ Add'n 

Leeds ft Gt^n'!! 

DuodM 

Stormont 

GlenRarry 

PrescotC 


74,371 
81,121 
145,316 
46,317 
01,519 
59,41« 
41,407 
31,299 
12S,361 
154,808 
162,160 
966,107 


100,004 
101,!I40 
11>3,986 
68,765 
61,633 
78,121 
50,412 
47,002 
160,000 
169,544 
169,27.1 
1,"186,H82 


87,790 
108,366 
211,051 
6.t,739 
65,362 
84.447 
69,173 
44,335 
143,388 

leslaoe 

188,319 
1,224,766 


92,985 
99,604 

226,6.18 
62,603 
6,^,767 
79,512 
61,863 
43,091 
179,196 
191,129 
190,680 
1,273,086 


96,828 
119,563 
240,1W6 
82,CG6 
64.M45 
92,810 
58,719 
62,424 
174,627 
184,777 
196,318 
1.381.563 

14^73.1 
108.471 
1B.790 
164,243 
421,250 


87,837 
114,644 
205,730 
62,493 
56,116 
89,660 
62,480 
33,796 
157.677 
133,913 
143,644 
1.136,889 

110,861 
90.888 
14,218 

133.094 


Ki,7!5 
99,SM 
lBl,.iS4 
69,7T8 
64,IM 

n.m 

5<.86i 

S9,ga 

163.7111 
167,801 
166,910 
l,l51,ffl 

12f!,Slt 
H» 
16,1B 

13I,T» 


Oarleton 

Renfrew 


Totals 


Victoria 

Haliburton .... 
HasliuKS 


105,059 

77,291 
14,780 
113,704 
310,924 

30,4^" 
13.8S0 

2.'},294 


123,469 
70,5.12 
13,670 

111,711 


120.612 
87,740 
12,800 

135.431 


135,490 
111,826 
23,312 
117,986 
418.614 


145,383 

113,680 
18.701 
146,873 
423,640 


Totals 


319,282 


356,483 


349,091 


371,» 


Muakoka 

Parry Sound ... 
Algoma 


31.957 
9,7:12 
18,975 
60,601 


33.094 

11,871 
21,004 

65;9liy 


37,179 
14,883 
19,100 
71,"2)2' 


95,747 
13,850 
15,494 


31,206 

10,330 
11,735 


18,354 
6:224 
6,339 


16,9« 


Totals .... 


67,377 


66,091 


66.351 


29,817 


3a,iBS ■ 


TheProi-ince... 


4,691,037 


4,058,249 


5,547,867 


6,086,860 


6,611,918 


6,608,418 


6,746,186 


6,692,'J31 ■ 





I TABLE X.-3hQwinB 
made at 557 factor! 
her of factories rejy 






FACTOKY CHEESE. 1 


fin Ontario 1 
rted in opera 


n 18g8, the av 


erage dates of opening and cloaing, and the total niini- 1 


Counties. 


No. 


of FactocieB. 


Quantity of- 


1. 
f 

> 


4 


> 


Average date 


Rep 
opec 

18fl7 


fdin 
1888 


|| 


Milk used. 


Cheese 

"■"■■ 


Opening Closing. 

May lOtt. 31 

„ IS „ 12 

April 20 Nov. 3 

y 12&t. 31 
•■ 13 „ 10 


Eweit 

' gS:::::-.: 

■Norfolk 

Haldimand .... 
Welland 

Totala 

Lambton 

B^" 

Totala 

■Grey 

Totals 

Hiddleiax 

Oxford 


1 
13 
21 
32 
12 

"75" 

IB 
19 


12 
26 
30 

4 


1 
8 
18 

15 
7 
3 


lb. 
1,640,440 
5,456,403 
10,430.686 
12,097,487 

2|075,80ti 


th. 

lE.T,fi24 
608, ITU 
l,830,S(i-l 
l,!4T,2f;i 
456,877 
196,002 
4,2it5,"8"l8 


-mMT9 


til, S l: 

iM [ll 11 43 

, 11 30 

■ ■■] 9 48 

■ . I 9 26 
]■> -..i 9 38 
10, la 8 (15 


77 


62 


45,&13,008 


10,59 9 ST^May 6|Oot. 23 


IT 
15 
22 


14 

H 
21 


ia,85T,{W8 
10,482,683 
19,060,030 
48,379,701 

8,300,656 
1,538,443 
7,840,098 


1,189,589 
1,621,314 
1,7S9,056 
4,479,939 


110,096 84 
142,033 76 
162,968 96 
415,059 55 


10,81 9 25 May 19't>ct. 13 
10,83 9 34 „ 14. ., 15 
10,77 9JI „ IT, „ 16 


54 

39 
43 

4 
23 
11 
7 
4 


10 


49 
4 


10,80 9 28jMBy I7,0ct. 15 


51*1,614 

146,833 

—7377447 


52,808 03 
13,863 88 
66.671 91 


10.66 
10.56 


8 93JMay le'Oct. 9 

9 r.l| „ 31 „ 4 


13 




9 04 May 20 Oot. 8 


41 
45 

22 

12 
7 


34 

5 
20 
11 

1 


45,356,604 
65,186,566 

4,437,139 
38,996,646 
li;318.325 

2.869,123 
864,890 


4,211,788 

6,148,124 

418,817 

3,694,22^ 

'2S2!llO 


401,095 24 
584,112 41 
39,162 38 
267,781 92 
95,400 33 
24,607 62 
7,024 32 


10.77 
10,60 
10,59 
10.7fl 
10.76 
10.96 
10.70 


9 53,May 2 Nov, 1 

!l 50A,,ril20| „ 10 

9 .S5| „ 28 Oct. 29 

9 67 May 8 ,. iS 1 

9 06, ,, lel , 11 1 

9 39 „ 21' „ G i 

8 09, „ 30 Sept. 30 J 

9 48 May 2|oct. 29 | 


Parth 

lf:£e-,:::: 

IhiffBrin 

Total. -., . 

Lincoln 

■WentwJrth 

a-;:::::;:; 

Ontario 

Durham 

Prinoe Edward 
Totals 

Lennox & Add'a 

Prontenao 

Leeds & Gren . . 

Sundaa . 

Stormont 

-GJsngarry .... 

PreecoU 

Biusell 

•Oarleton 

Eenfrew 

Lutork 

Totala 

Victoria . 

Haliburtun .... 

HMtingB 

Totals .... 
.Muakoka 


131 


136 




159,029,293 


14,8S8,417 


1,409,184 26 


10.70 


B 
3 
1 
3 

5 
6 

17 


4 
3 

1 

1 

6 
33 
IB 


2 

1 
2 

1 

24 
13 


1,367,994 

1,140,000 
340.9G8 
297,848 
129,700 

2,705,983 
19,383,842 

9,595,753 


125,047 

•ss 

28,258 
11,608 
262,408 
1,858.116 
933,407 
^"347,843 


11,787 00 

10,5D0 DO 
3,100 00 
2,825 60 
1,171 12 

32,653 50 
167,070 28 

84.910 95 


10.94 
10,66 
11.00 
10.64 
11. IT 
10.72 
10,43 
10.28 


9 43 
9 72 
10 00 
10 00 
10 09 

8 97 
899 

9 10 


.. In 
June 7 
May 28 

: ] 


Oot. 20 

„ 31 

1 

Ftspt. 21 

Oct. 13 

9 

„ 39 

.- IT 

Oct. 20 

Uol. 20 

,. 21 

!! 27 

'.', 20 

". 16 
,. 20 

'.'■ 19 


72 

19 
33 
103 
2H 

28 

24 
6 
11 

23 


69 


BO 


34,962.088 




10.44 


9 08 


17 
29 
94 
32 

25 

6 
12 

3 
23 


17 
13 
70 
27 
18 
29 
12 
3 
9 
3 
17 


18.085.794 
6,642.188 
66.670,930 
21,795,203 
12,953,(>t4 
17,063,834 
T,20«.87T 
i;40!.:880 
7,109,387 
1.320,258 
13,481.017 


1.769,723 
636,379 
6,31.5,164 
2.107.708 
1,253,794 

iMm 

708,742 
138,121 
680.719 
127,956 
1,303,843 


163,067 61 
68,026 48 
571,965 91 
191,508 69 
113,643 31 
147,334 31 
63,482 61 
12,689 21 
01,241 28 
ll,T9S 42 
118,031 48 


io!2i 

10.40 
10.34 
10.33 
10,31 
10.17 
10.21 
10.44 
10.32 
10,34 


9 51 
9 13 
9 06 
9 09 
9 06 

8 89 
896 

9 19 
9 01 

9 05 


May ; 

AJlril 21 
May : 

" 11 

!', J 


307 

8 
21 

■54' 




21H 


173,658,412 


18,698,316 


1,612,786 31 


10.34 


9 06 


May a^Oot. 23 


7 

2 


6 

15 

1 


3.058,397 

12,324,346 

205,709 

34,699,799 


287,945 

1,160,318 

30,172 

3,449,204 


26,ia^ 43 

106,552 61 

1,887 74 

313,089 fll 


10.02 
10.62 

10,2(1 
10.06 


9 li 
9 36 
9 08 


May 15 Oct. 11 

4 „ 24 

Juno 15 „ 31 

April 29 „ 31 








50,288,250 




10.23 


9 10 


May 3 Oct. 2T 


1 


1 


1 


58,940 5,894 


617 37| 10. OC 


10 47 


.Tune 1 


Aug. 4 


737' 


737 


657 


618,734,7901 49,361,372 
689.499,814 65.930,904 


4,M8,383 92 10,6 
6,896,627 lOJ 10.5 


9 24] May 


iO;:t. 24 


9 (B.I. 











FACTORY CHEESE. 

1ABLE No. XI. — ShowinR by County Munici|)»Htie» and group* of ConnCiea the avsrajte of days in 
operation, of number of patronB, of average number of oowe, yield of milk, and of value of prodnct per 
•ow for 404 factories in Ontario making complete retunie ia 1888, 





a 

1 


Z o 

1-3 
< 


Quuatity of — 


1 


■3 

i 


< 


if 

ii 
11 


Valu 
prod 


i 


Counties. 


Milk 

ii»ed. 


Cheese 


i'l 


1 




n.. 


m. 


» c. 








? c- 


0. 




« 

13 
10 

G 
3 


130 
171 
IM 
144 
119 


4.855,662 
17.116.184 
8.448,744 
4;i9i:517 

1.427.196 


463,BT2 
1,615,887 
805,204 
398,646 
134,433 


42,419 93 
163,464 82 
. 74,312 62 

37,206 63 
11,815 58 


477 

7TB 
413 
166 


3.156 
5.570 

1 


3,«i3 
3,073 

IS 


19 68 
27 S5 
23 63 
2102 
18 IS 




Elgin 


1S.1 






WeUand 


is.a 




37 


165 


36,040,302 


3,407,731 


319,319 37 


2,883 


13.290 


3.713 


2102 










11 
9 

~34 

1 

a 

—8 


136 
139 
13e 
13« 

132 
120 
T30 


10.180.818 
11,107.464 
13,626,35B 
34,814,637 


952.603 
1,033.651 

1,356,871 


88,697 40 
97.983 62 
116,794 19 


1.033 
991 
1,186 


4,125 
4,334 
6,321 


2.4G8 


21 5( 




Huron 

Brace 


lti.3 
1S.S 




3.243,186 


303,474 31 


3,310 


18,780 


3,526 


32 02 








Grey 

Biffl^e 


4.466,07.1 
^908;680 


430,899 
86.229 


38.003 10 
8.033 01 


384 
85 


'« 


2.271 
2,634 


19 32 
23 3S 
19 96 


1!:! 




5.364.656 




48,035 71 


469 


2,307 


2,335 










S3 

27 
3 

13 
8 
4 


137 
177 
163 
147 
130 
121 
107 


33,506,345 
53,045,872 
3,742,101 
31,437,794 
8.830.784 
2,387,586 
864,81)0 


3,108,261 

6,008.649 

353.530 

1,992.494 

822,821 

218.334 

80,856 

11,584,944 


296,569 80 
477,138 00 
33.298 47 
192,308 74 
74,122 33 
20,667 78 
7,024 33 


2,061 
1,983 
247 
1,373 
764 
214 
88 


11,063 
16.645 
1360 
7.493 
3,630 

'« 


3,039 

2:509 
2,lffi 


36 73 
38 67 
34 67 
25 67 
2106 
18 98 
14 4S 








Brant 

Pertll 


IB.S 
17.4 
















80 






1,100,139 43 


8,730 


41,646 


2,973 
































Weotworth 


1 


IM 


1,140,000 


108.000 


10,600 00 


80 


400 


2,850 


26 25 


»,. 




1 
1 

>5 

10 


115 
102 
113 
130 
IBS 
145 


340,968 
143,000 
128,700 

1,953,738 
16,061.264 

7,436,600 


31,000 
14,300 
11,608 

180,894 
1,636,820 

734,984 


3,100 00 
1,430 00 
1,171 12 
16,212 10 
138,163 42 
65,833 13 


25 
18 
IT 

230 
1,010 

736 


120 
78 
aO 
850 
6,904 
3,071 


2,84] 

3!59^ 
2,299 
2,720 
2,423 


















33 40 
2144 


14,« 








37 


Ibl 






236,408 76 


3.116 


10,473 


2,598 


23 57 










S 

6! 
27 

8 
4 

9 

! 

1 
11 


165 
152 
lUO 
154 
1*7 
145 

141 
140 
125 
143 


10.507.760 
5,746.053 
59,224,041 
21,795.203 
6,951,186 
2,2H833 
6,268.735 
1,409.880 
6,861,261 
750,258 
8,729,764 


1,023,034 

6,6S9;5ai 
2,107,708 
673,031 
217,144 
515,709 
138,121 
667;831 
73,656 
845,046 


94,821 50 
51,035 97 
516,661 27 
191.608 GB 
61,666 36 
18,406 11 
46,543 28 
13,689 31 
59,061 98 
6,795 42 
76.614 31 


804 
329 

1,036 
379 
133 
379 
134 
371 
73 
511 


4.050 
2.446 

23,484 

8,413 

3.730 

960 

TOO 
3,076 

380 
3,800 


2,595 
2.349 
2.522 
2,591 
2.5 Ih 
2,390 
2.291 
2.014 
2,231 
1.974 
3,397 


23 41 
20 87 
23 00 
23 76 
22 69 

19 17 

20 24 

18 13 

19 31 
17 88 
30 IB 


16.1 


leedB and Greovilie 

Duudaa 


13.B 
14.S 




IS 


Prt«oott 

TtuBseU- 

Cwleton 

Renfrew 

Lanark 


13,1* 
18.8 
13.7 
14.1 
14.1 




154 


154 


129,537,^55 


12,496,378 


1,135.804 09 


6.775 


62,338 


3.475 


21.70 








Victoria 


] 
38 
5i 


130 
148 
110 
160 
ISf, 


2,483,43-1 

8,750.117 

305,709 

34,380.043 


233,620 

821,358 

20,172 

3,414.617 


31,295 77 

75,619 17 

1,887 74 

309,879 61 


211 

523 
20 

1,738 


1.026 

3,ITO 

105 

_12._459 

16,785 


2.421 
3,739 
1,95! 


20 76 
23 67 
17 98 
34 87 


IB.O 
















45,819,302 


4,489,667 


408,682 29 


2,493 










Th.P,.vln.,.. {Ig; 


404 
459 


153 
166 


402.599,463 
460,513,283 


38,330,589 
43,833,449 


3,549,753 8b 
4,515,187 76 


24.674 
2T.BT9 


150,618 
165,710 


3,673. 33 57 
3,719| 37 2B 


15.4 
17. S 



FACTORY CHEESE. 
TABLE No. XII.— ShowiD^ by County Municipalities and groups of Counties the yearly average pei 
factory of days in operMiou, of the quantity and value of cheeae mEtde, of number of patrooB, of aver 
age number of cows, and yield of milk and value of product per cow, computed from an nggregate oi 
2,681 factories making complete returns in the six years 1883-8. 







Quant itj 


of- 


i 

1 

■s 


ll 


i 
11 

< 


A 


erage per caw 




1 


^ 






Yield 
milli 


„f 


Vah 


cof 
ct— 




Connties. 


Milk 
used. 


Cheese 
mode. 


s S 




&l 


II 


r 






136 
144 

308 
160 
161 
130 


lb. 

453.369 

767,180 

1,110,661 

a38,3ri 

666,704 
266,408 


lb. 

44,409 
72,612 
106,386 
90,321 
83,299 
25,213 
^84,546 


s 

4,781 
7,084 
10.395 
fi.607 
7,890 
21323 


49 
74 
71 
74 
76 
31 


189 

370 

339 
333 
126 


lb. 

2I768 
2,603 
2;i32 


lb, 

17.6 

17.9 

17.9 

17.3 

17.2 

16.4 


33 85 
28 09 
25 39 
23 69 
18 63 


ti 

16.7 
16.9 
16.7 
U.3 


lb. 

10,19 
10.57 
10.54 
10.39 
10.40 
10.6 


S t, 

10 74 
7U 
9 8t 

9 47 
924 


cts. 










Norfolk 

BddimAod . . . 
Welland 


91.7 
91.0 
87.4 


Qronp 


15H 


886,647 


8.190 


69 


319 


2.776 


17.6 




16.2 


10,48 




92.S 


Lambton 


146 
143 
137 


874,302 

1,260,857 

982,873 


82,620 
118,706 
93,545 


8.025 
li;861 
9.084 


73 
103 
81 

hi 

57 
43 


329 
4&9 
378 


2,657 
2.735 
2.600 


18.2 
19.1 
18.9 


24 39 

25 84 
21 03 


10.7 
18.1 
17.5 


10,60 
10,54 

lo.ai 


9 72 
909 
9 71 


91.R 


Bruce 




Group 


133 
126 
131 


1,021,876 


9B.902 


9.613 


384 

2R4 
182 
226 


2,661 
3;813 


18.7 

18.7 
1T.6 


24 77 

22 76 
21 46 


17.4 

17.1 
17.0 


10.65 

"lol? 

10.29 


9 82 

9 47 

9 98 


93,1 




633,289 

402,663 

~643;60T 


61,045 
39,141 


5,7B1 

sloos 






97. I> 


G.ronp 


53,627 


5,U51 


62 




18.4 


32,35 


17.1 


10,35 


62 




Middlesex 

Orford 


167 
178 
166 
164 
142 
136 
134 


1.303,721 
1,790.180 
996.424 
1,307,648 
1,291,032 
813,603 
590,813 


122,935 
170,770 
96,840 
123,951 
123,416 

^;^^ 

-132;5M 


9.504 
13,402 
11,869 
7,600 
6,360 
1^169 


74 

71 
67 
79 
92 
63 
61 
74 

66 
79 
8 
47 
32 
34 
70 
61 
76 


425 
567 

462 
471 
314 
353 
167 


3.068 
3,167 
2,788 
2,830 
3.741 
2.588 
2,336 


18.4 
17,7 
16.8 
18.4 
19.3 
19.0 
18,8 


28 72 
30 04 
26 87 
26 84 
25 30 
24 20 
21 16 


17.2 
16.9 
16.2 

17.5 
17.7 
17.7 
17.0 


1C.60 
10.48 

10!6S 
10.65 
10,68 
10,67 


9 93 
9 97 
99 


03.S 
95.1 






"Wellington . .1 . . 

■Waterloo 

Dnfferin 


9 70, 91.9 
9 99 93.K 
9 681 90.6 


Group 


165 


1.395,633 


3,9b9 




38 30 


17.1 


10.53 


9 94J 94.4 


iinooln 

Wentwortb 

Halton 


148 
169 
123 
121 
100 
120 
141 
1B8 

m 


663.470 
1.108,686 
102.686 
655.607 
190,649 
268,812 
e93,94L 
830513 
844,725 


1061481 
tt.868 
41,438 
18.100 
25,460 
65,707 
8077 
83,36 


6,833 
10,403 
912 
5,811 
1,831 
2,500 
6,091 
7.504 
7.673 


240 
405 
i5 
250 
100 
118 
266 
287 
327 


2,764 
2,737 
2,2S2 
2,633 

21317 
3,615 
2.879 
2;683 
T730 


18.7 
17.2 
18. J 

19 J 
19.3 
18.6 
18.3 
17.4 


24 30 

25 69 

20 27 
23 21 
18 31 

21 66 

22 98 

26 46 

23 46 


16.4 

16.2 
19.6 
18.8 
18.3 
18.0 
16.3 
16.8 
16 8 


10.56 
10.41 
10,41 
10.67 
10.63 
10,56 
10.55 
10.23 
10-13 


9 38 
9 77 
9 24 
9 46 
10 12 
982 
9 27 
9 40 
9 20 


87,9 
93.8 
88.8 






Ontario 

Durham 

Prince Edward 


93.0 

87.9 
91.9 
90.8 


Group 


750,726 




6,862 


57 


275 




34 92 




10.28 


938 


Ul.8 


LonnoT & Add 

Frontenao 

Leeds and Gren 
Dundae 

Glengarry 

Preaoott 


154 
149 
162 
155 
149 
15iS 
146 
141 
137 
12 
14 


1,2M,997 
5li9,685 
961,767 
807,850 
820.215 
692.090 
617,835 
454,879 
687.50fl 
427.601 
863,574 


122,921 
55,626 
94.926 
79,619 
80.508 
67,80l> 
61,H4l 
45,199 
67,319 
42,414 
86,730 


11.557 
5.303 
9,080 
7,520 
7.478 
5,885 
4,791 
4,421 
6^324 
4,09 


94 
31 

41 
37 
44 
34 
29 
33 
42 
36 
50 


435 
225 
364 
320 
333 
257 
233 
207 
307 
21. 
34 
31 


2,588 
2,532 
2.717 
2,525 
2,463 
3.304 
2,222 
2.19: 

3|01' 
3,474 


16.8 
17.0 
16.8 
16.2 
16.6 
14. W 
15,2 


23 83 
23 J2 
25 65 
23 60 
23 46 
22 90 
20 56 


15.5 

15! 8 
15.1 
16.1 
14.f: 

is!; 

15.0 
15,3 
16.6 


10.21 
10,24 
10,13 
10,16 
10.19 
10,34 
9.B9 
10,00 
10.21 
lO.OH 
10.0 


9 40 

935 
9 57 
9 46 
9 39 
10 IR 
!(2 


92.1 
91.3 
94.4 
93.1 

99-4 
, 92! 5 


Benfrew 

T*nark 


16.3^ 20 60 
15.9; 19 33 
16.9 22 86 


9 6rt ;i5!s 

9 31i 92,4 


Group 


IW 


811,747 


79,945 


7,61 


4S 


2.545 


16,5 23 86 


15.4 


10,15| a 6 


93.8 


Victoria 

Peterborough. . 

Mairtings 


13 
14f 
11 
16 

15 


498,017 
662,081 
206,709 
987,173 


48,665 
63,631 
20.172 
99,371 


4.59 
6,02 

^.m 

9,39 


4< 
4 

4, 


19i 
24 
lOf 
34) 


2,616 
2747 
1.96 
2,85 


18.11 23 21. 

18.5 25 01 

16.6 17 08 
, 17.5; 27 1 


16.7 
1G.9 
IR.l 

16.7 
16.7 


10,2 
10-4 
10. 2( 
9.9 

10,0 


, 9 4£ 

1 94 

1 9 3i 

9 4 

9 4 


91 :o 

91.8 
96,2 


Group 


871,690 


86,95 


8.22t 


31 


2,81 


j 17.7 26 6 


94.4 


The Province.. 


154 


948,120 


91,86 


8,87 


66* 34 


2,74 


"■''i"-' 


16.4 


10.3 


1) 6 


93.6 



OEEAMEKY BUTTER. 



X'Binbton 

■Grey 

Perth 

■Wellingtou . . . 

■Waterloo 

■Ontario 

UurhAm 

"Prince Edward , 
lead* ft GreriTill 

Dundas 

■Glengarrj 

Ituteell 



248,766 
180,174 
33,466 
27,501 
58,436 



11.840 
20,332 



49,287 
37,3G1 



5.727 
11,66G 



14,107 3,0061.. 
1,644 304.. 



677,279 137,743 

,136,576 330,021 

823,853| 160,79! 

353,317 89,58! 

147,93ll 32,08! 

343,903 61,817 



163.247 
131,307 
96,166 
126,691 



Total 

value of 



Avemge 
price of 



May 19 Oct. 10 



6,6S4 64,971 1' 

37,3611 20.74 
I 

..| 7,669. 19.9 

,1 5,727 20.a 



16, 4i 



6,529 
7,786 



2,612 
3,006 



19.96 



I Au^. 18 
i Oct. 16 



21.01 
21.79 



160.0031 20. 



77,36sl 19. 
62,874l 21 . 
11,318 63,036 21. 



* Mado large qtuntitiea of ice-oream duriufi the warm montlu. 
+ In operation but 42 days. 
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PART III. 



VALUES, RENTS AND FARM WAGES. 



Values of Farm Property. — In the table following the value of farm property- 
is given by districts for the years 1887 and 1888, under the divisions ot* Land, Buildings^ 
Implements and Live Stock, together with the averages for the seven years 1882-8, and 
the totals for the province in each year since 1882 : 



Districts. 


- 


Farm Tjand. 


Buildings. 

$ 


Implements. 


Live Stock. 


Total Farm 
Property. 




$ 


$ 


$ 


I 




/1888.. 

1887.. 

i 1882-8 


87,922,762 


24,636 626 


6,540,396 


13,131,617 


132,231,301 


Lake Erie ' 


88,250 744 


23,913,481 


6,333,437 


12,854,990 


131,352,652 i 




88,720,180 


23,020,595 


6,115,108 


12,399,427 


130,255,310 




^1888.. 


73,145,711 


18,718,270 


5,336,058 


12,300,224 


109,600,263 


Lake Huron < 


18»7.. 


74,763,952 


18,595,893 


5,185,486 


12,083,846 


110,629,177 




( 1882-8 


75,744,167 


17,047,588 


4,898,900 


11,693,983 


109,384,638 




/1888.. 


49,295,822 


14,231,484 


4,316,376 


8,931,641 


76,775,322 


Georgian Bay < 


1887.. 


48,870,648 


13,345,052 


4,180,741 


8,851; 297 


75,247,738 




( 1882-8 


49,357,717 


12,608,765 


3,927,698 


8,606,019 


74,500,199 




/1888.. 
1887.. 


139,798,683 


41,400,140 


10,258,673 


21,860,621 


213,317,917 


West Midland < 


140,681,814 


40,786,680 


10,162,982 


22,967,570 


214,489,046 


1 1882-8 


142,360,888 


38,768,369 


10,086,290 


22,417,598 


213,633,145 




j'1888.. 
1887.. 


139,895,993 


42,471,279 


10,451,605 


20,473,372 


213,292,249 


Lake Ontario < 


136,086,496 


42,922,112 


10,884,220 


21,223,001 


211,115,829 


U882-8 


137,896,148 


40,487,353 


10,099,305 


20,235,680 


208,718,486 




/1888.. 
1887.. 


104,884,323 


33,701,066 


9,128,859 


18,299,018 


166,013,266 


St. L. and Ottawa . . < 


102,827,722 


32.634,723 


8,948,219 


18,692,471 


163,103,135 


U882-8 


97,953,463 


29,091,945 


8,179,163 


17,153,659 


152,378,230 




^1888.. 


40,934,983 


12,019,842 


3,331,576 


6,893,434 


63,179,835 


East Midland < 


1887.. 


40,900,266 


11,436,589 


3,204,864 


6,759,268 


62,300,987 




11882-8 


41,261,095 


10,556,664 


2,987,671 


6,371,118 


61,176,548 




^1888.. 


4,602,524 


1,114,519 


391,390 


949,508 


7,057,941 

1 


Northern Districts . . < 


1887.. 


4,602,113 


1.118,977 


348,348 


984,212 


7,053,650 ! 




U882-8 
1-1888.. 


4,479,290 


1,047,582 


346,843 


961,777 


6,835,492 
981^68,094 


640,480,801 


188,293,226 


49,754,832 


102,839,236 




1887.. 


635,883,755 


184,753,507 


49,248,297 


104,406,655 


975,292,214 




1886.. 


648,009,828 


183,748,212 


50,530,936 


107,208,935 


989,497,911 


The Province 


1885.. 


626,422,024 


182,477,905 


48,569,725 


100,690,086 


958,159,740 


^ 


1884.. 


626,478,706 


173,386,925 


47,830,710 


103,106,829 


949,803,170 




1883.. 


654,793,025 


163,030,675 


43,522,530 


100,082,366 


961,428,696 




1882.. 


632,342,600 


132,711,576 


37,029,815 


80,640,720 


882,624,610 




L 1882-8 


637,772,948 


172,628,861 


46,640,978 


99,839,261 


956,882,048 
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The total value of farm property is $981,368,094, being $6,076,880 more than in 
the previous year, but falling short of the figures of 1886 (the highest of the seven years) 
by $8,129,817. There are increases in the values of land, buildings and implements in" 
1888 compared with the year before, but the value of live stock has fallen. Of the four 
items comprising the table none equal their figures in 1886 except farm buildings, which 
have improved in value every year of the seven. The most substantial increase in total 
farm property is noted in the St. Lawrence and Ottawa counties, and excepting the Lake 
Huron and West Midland groups, every other district also shows a higher valuation. Of 
the four western districts, the Georgian Bay group alone returns an increase in the value 
of farm land, while all the districts to the east report a rise. The Lake Ontario counties 
and the Northern Districts are the only groups showing a decline in the value of tarm 
buildings, and all the groups but the Lake Ontario return an advance in the value of 
implements. The decrease in the value of live stock is confined to the West Midland, 
Lake Ontario, St. Lawrence and Ottawa groups and the Northern Districts. 



' Value PER Acre Occupied. — The average value per acre occupied of the 
different classes of farm property is presented in the table below by county groups and 
:for the province for 1887 and 1888, together with the average for the seven years 1882-8 : 



1 

Farm Property. 


• 

•i-i 


Lake Huron. 


Georgian Bay. 


West 
Midland. 


o 

1 

. a 
O 


St. Lawrence 
and Ottawa. 


East 
Midland. 


Northern 
Districts. 


The 
Province. 






$ c. 


$ c. 


$ c. 


$ c. 


$ c. 


$ c. 


$ c. 


$ c. 


$ c, 




rl888.... 


37 60 


32 21 


24 51 


42 98 


45 85 


20 01 


15 55 


4 07 


29 21 


Land - 


1887.... 


37 71 


32 84 


24 19 


43 17 


44 58 


19 79 


15 64 


4 42 


29 22 




U882-8.. 


38 08 


33 41 


24 45 


43 80 


45 27 


18 99 


16 15 


4 30 


29 43 




rl888.... 


10 54 


8 24 


7 08 


12 73 


13 92 


6 43 


4 56 


98 


8 58 


Buildings - 


1887.... 


10 22 


8 17 


6 60 


12 52 


14 06 


6 28 


4 37 


1 08 


8 47 




I 1882-8.. 


9 88 


7 52 


6 24 


11 93 


13 29 


5 64 


4 13 


1 00 


7 97 




rl888..,. 


2 80 


2 35 


2 15 


3 16 


3 42 


1 74 


1 26 


35 


2 27 


Implements . . . - 


1887.... 


2 70 


2 28 


2 07 


3 12 


3 57 


1 72 


1 23 


33 


2 26 




1 1882-8.. 


2 62 


2 16 


1 95 


3 10 


3 32 


1 59 


117 


33 


2 15 




ri888.... 


5 61 


5 42 


4 44 


6 72 


6 71 


3 49 


2 62 


84 


4 69 


Lire Stock - 


1887.... 


5 49 


5 31 


4 38 


7 05 


6 95 


3 60 


2 58 


95 


4 79 




I 1882-8.. 
ri888.... 


5 32 


5 16 


4 26 


6 90 


6 64 


3 32 


2 50 


92 


4 61 


56 55 


48 22 


38 18 


65 59 


69 90 


31 67 


23 99 


6 24 


44 75 


Totals - 


1887.... 


56 12 


48 60 


37 24 


65 86 


69 16 


31 39 


23 82 


6 78 


44 74 




I 1882-8.. 


55 90 


48 25 


36 90 


65 73 


68 52 


29 54 


23 95 


655 


44 16 



The Lake Huron and West Midland counties and the Northern Districts show a 
•decline in their respective total values per acre, but the other five groups have improved, 
the result being a net increase taking the province over equal to 1 cent per acre of occu- 
pied land compared with the previous year, and 59 cents compared with the average for 
the seven years 1882-8. Land is 1 cent lower per acre occupied than in 1887, and 22 
cents below its average value for the seven years. Buildings, however, are worth 1 1 cents 
more per acre compared with the previous year and 61 cents more than for the seven 
years average. Implements show an increase in value of 1 cent per acre of occupied 
land over the returns for 1887, and are 12 cents above the average of the years 1882-8. 
Live stock are 10 cents per acre below their value in the previous year, but exceed the 



figures for the seven years by 8 cents per acre occapied. The values of land, buildings 
and implemente per acre of occupied land are highest in the Lake Ontario counties, the 
West Midland group standing second in every instance, but in the item of live stock the 
two districts change places. 



Values of Livb Stock per 1000 Acres Cleared. — ^The table following 
gives the values of live stock per 1,000 acres of cleared land by county groups and for the 
province in 1887 and 1888, and the average for the seven years 1883-8 : 





1 
1 


1 
1 


■ 1 




1 


Si 


l| 


IJ 


4 




t 


• 


« 


« 


9 


« 


« 


* 


* 


1888 


9,840 


8,776 


8,856 


9,783 


8,975 


8,148 


8,339 


8,054 


B,09B 


1887 


9,7C8 


10,004 


8.337 


10,362 


9,365 


8,462 


8,484 


9,011 


9,399 


1882^ .. 


!>.730 


10,063 


3,943 


10,369 


9,091 


8,030 


8.116 


9,499 


9,236 



A decline in values is observable in every group excepting the Late Erie counties, in 
which district an increase of $52 is shown. The decrease in the province is $304 per 
1,000 aeres cleared, or 3.2 per cent, compared with the values in 1887, and $141 or over 
1.5 per cent, compared with the average for the seven years. 



Rentals op Leased Fabus. — In the following table will be found by districts 
the area, value and rental of such leased farms as were reported from farmers' schedules for. 
1888, The average rental per acre is computed on two bases, the total acreage and the 
cleared acreage. The averages of the province are also compared with the returns 
furnished in 1886 and 1887 : 



J Lake Erie 

I Lake Huron 

j GeocgianBfty 

; Weat Midland 

I Lake Ootorio 

St. L. and Ottawa . 

Eaat Midland 

Northern DiBtricta. 

j'1888 13, 

The ProvinoB< 1887 IB. 
1.1886 15. 



Average a 
leased f ai 



111,2 


SO 


2 


117.9 


85 


S 


115.0 


8C 


2 


125.5 


96 


8 


133.8 


83 


4 


143.fi 


89 




171.1 


48 


7 


121.5 


34 


2 

5 


121.1 


85 


7 



Rent pet acre based oi 



« c.[« 0. 

2 131 

3 03' 2 62|2 
14812 25 



1 331 43 2 16 

1 56 1 59 2 36 

40 1 71 



38 3 05 
7J286 
252Z1 



The perceatage of farms returned as leasehold is 13.2 compared with 15.0 in 1887, the 
highest proportion being found in the Lake Ontario group. The leased farm is more 
improved than the avAvge farm, the former showing 88.2 acres cleared while the pro- 
vincial average clearance on 121.5 acres occupied is only 62.3 acrea The value is higher 
than in 1887, but is about an average of the three years 1880-8. The average rental paid 
was $12 more than in 1887, bat was $4 less than in 1886. Based on area occupied the 
rent per acre increased 5 cents, while on the area cleared the increase was 2 cents over 
1887 and 13 cents below 1686. The Lake Ontario group shows the highest rent pei 



Uarkbt Prices. — The average prices paid for agricultural produce in the leading 
markets of the province during the latter part of 1888 art given in the following table, 
the figures being computed from the reports appearing in the newspapers in the tovm 
and cities selected. The prices given for wheat, barley, oats, rye, pease, hay and wool 
are made up from the quotations for the six months from July to December. The average 
prices paid for com, buckwheat, beans, potatoes, carrots and turnipp were based on the 
figures prevailing in the last three months of the year, when the bulk of those crops ii 
marketed. Averages for the province made on the same basis are given for each kind of 
grain for the seven years 1882-8, together with the average for that period, and the prices 
of com, buckwheat, beans, hay, wool and roots are given for the four years 1885-8, witli 
their averages for that time : 



MftTketa. 


h 

1^ 


1" 


ll 


If 


d|1 


II 

CtB. 


^- 


1! 




11 


it 
it. 


Si 


1 


i 




cte. 


Ctq. 


ctBJ eta. 


eta. 


cU. 


oto. 


cU. 


So. 


Brantford 


103.5 


10:;.B 


67.736.2 


60.3 59.5 


29.6 


48.8 


153 





304 






16 62| 10,8 


Brookvilla 


97.1 


9T.3 


67..«.. 


47.Be7.5 




ol.O 


96 





36 







37.5 


14 42 


Sfl.O 


Chathun 


99.4 


99.4 


4B.7 33.S 




B5.0 


18.4 


.... 


119 


3 


36 












ia,i, 


Cobourg 


93.(3 


91.8 


Ul.3 43.7 


03.1 


76.1 










23 










14 26 


]9,Q 




101.8 
104.4 


100.4 
103.9 


58.1 39.1 
M.3 43.1 


08.6 
64.8 


62.8 
68.4 








3 


28 
40 




28.6 


28 





14 4S 
17 19 


2I.B 
17.S 


Kingston 


31.3 


4... 


161 


Lindsay 


im I 


97.6 


i2.S 37.1 


■-^'• 1 


fl'F 


....|.... 






?fi 












110 


London 




%.3 


63.9I37.OJ67.O 


60.5 


2S.648.0 


102 


1 


^ 




S3.5 


23 


9 


12 37 


lS-9 


Ottawi 


109.1 


108.( 


61.o]«.4|63.8 70.2 


36.060.0 


156 





» 




34.b 


36 


7 


14 28 


31-6 


PetarborouRh... 


103.3 


99.1 


62.7 


41.2 59.9 


70.3 


.... 








» 










13 53 


19.0 


St. Thonui 


S8.I 


98.^ 


47.6 


3S.9I.... 


JS.i 


23.8 








2. 










11 73i 17.5 






101.1 
105.4 
102.4 


99.6 
100.4 
99.3 


64.3 
64.9 

ao.i 








:::.t::: 




32 




28.8|l6 





10 84] 

20 641 21,8 


Toronto 




42.6 67.5 
40.5 60.3 


e6.4 




1888.. 


6S.4 


29.3 


49.3: 113 


7 


31 




26.8 


20 


8 


16 7l|^,^ 




1887.. 


78.4 


78.0 


66.7 


34.6 49.b|0S.9 


28.7 


45.0 


97 


9 


62 




28.0 


29 


6 


iifl2l2a.i| 




188B.. 


73.fi 


72. B 


51.3J32.0|63.2|B2.U 


27.6 


33.7 


83 


7 


44 




M.B 


24 


( 


9 69, 19.1 1 


The 
Province. . 


ises.. 

1884.. 


81.E 
80.fi 


80.6 
81.4 


55.2ai.6|65.2|68.0 
B3.6 33.1 B9.7 64.4 


27.9 


39.2 


80 





41 




32.fi 


23 


6 


985 


17.* 


























1882.. 
1882-8 


101 .0 


106.0 
89.0 


























.7:. 


36.1 


60.8 


..3 


28. B 


40.. 


93 


8 


42 




29.3 


24 


2 


1150 


1S.6 



It will be seen that the advancing prices of 1887, were continued in 
tions being in the cases of roots and wooL Fall wheat realised 1 03. 4 



!, the only escep- 
H, or 2i cents per 



E 



bushel more than in 1SS7. This average was on]^ excelled by chat of 18S3. Spring 
wheat advanced 21.3 cents over the prices of 1887 ; barley, 3.4 cents; oats, G.!) cents ; 
rye, 10.7 cents ; pe.iae, 9.9 cents; while hay owing to the poor pastures of two years in 
Buoceasion mounted to $16.71 per ton, being 15.09 more than quoted in 1S87, and $7.02 
more than the markecable price of 1886. Potatoes showed the largest decline owing to 
the unusually heavy crop, following a year of scarcity when the price was abnormally 
high. The quotations averaged little better than one half those of 1887, and were 25 
per cent, below the annual average of 42.3 cents. Wool, though showing a decrease from 
^^1887, was slightly higher in price than the average market of the past four years. 

^^^H Value of Ckops.— The following table gives the marketable value of each crop 
■' baaed on the market prices described above for the years 1885, 1886, 1887 snd 1888, 
together with the totals of all crops. The annual average value and the per cent, ratio 
I of the value of the 1888 crop to this average are also sliown, the annual average of the 
I first six crops being derived from the values of the seven years 18S2-S and of the 
'' remaining crops from the values of the four years 1885-8 : 



Crops. 


1888. 


1887. 


1886. 


1885. 


I882T 


1 
Per cent. 

»tLII of 

1888 to 
average. 


FaUWhtat.... 

C" 


« 

14,162,728 
6,408.384 

14,043,308 

29,614,098 

779,773 

0,333,490 

0,108.976 

(i02,585 

M7,Tn6 

33,570,674 

7.060,733 

1,014.820 

9,909.169 


S 

11,331,439 

4,303,831 

9.716,448 

17,347,443 

442,969 

6,804,803 

2,413,164 

461,109 

270,180 

35,947,748 

6,705,784 

580,592 

9.266,970 


s 

13,300.361 

6,900,951 

10,009.799 

ia.772,995 

577.673 

8,439,004 

2,982,260 

665,735 

103,494 

29.0I6.1S2 

7,189,548 

1.039,710 

11.577.019 


17.604.799 

7,368, CSl 

9.136,540 

17,397,369 

701.8T1 

8,133,691 

2,996,848 

600,024 

397.251 

33,033,727 

8,668,460 

1,135.354 

9,708,605 


» 

16,682,08 2 

8,329,568 

11,346.377 

30,311,869 

1,103,947 

8,177.177 

3,375,063 

557,436 

410,670 

33.643,083 

7,406,131 

047.344 

10,115,41fi 


86 
78 
134 
131 
71 
U4 
151 

ids 

145 
103 

'95 
110 

98 




POMH 

Cnrn 

Buckwiieat .... 


Hay 

Potatoes .... 

Gartota 

Turnips 

Totals.... 


12!l, 145,493 


105,579.869 


110,764,636 


116,743,923 


121,214,081 


107 



The relative values here derived depend upon the three variables, viz., the area in crop, 
the yield per acre and the market value per uait of measure. In 1888 all three have 
shared in raising the aggregate home value of all field crops enumerated abjve as 
compared with 1887. In potatoes, carrots and turnips the yield more than counter- 
balanced tlie fall in prices, while the price for hay did not compensate for the failure of 
the crop. These crops aggregated Sil29,U.'>,492, being |33,565,623 more than m 1887, 
and 87,931,431 in excess of the annual average. Hay alone fell below the value of 1887, 
but fall wheat, sprii-.g wheat, rye, potatoes and turnips did not come up to the aunual 
average. 



Crop Valdeb by Oocnt 
■hown in the preceding table i 



: Gbodps.— The aggregate value of the field crops, as 
farther presented in the following summary and its 



diBtribution hj groups taid counties ix shown for the four years 1885-8 and the sDDoal 
average as already described for 1882-8 : 















1 
Perc^U 


DiBlrieU. 


1888. 


1887. 


1886. 


18K). 


Average 
1882-7. 


ratio ol 1 
1888to t 
average. 1 




« 


3 


s 


* 


S 


1 






12,080,561 
11,036,938 


13,486,030 
11,4.18,427 


14,995,569 
12.997,937 


14,720,739 
13,160,140 




Like Huron 


14,303,010 


109 ! 


Georgian Bay 


10,969,814 


9,447.927 


9.447,776 


9.825.779 


10,746,119 


m 1 


We.t Midland 


29,217,220 


22,806,391 


23,691,083 


24,684,383 


2G.2D6,749 


Ul 


LakeUnUno 


27.908,395 


22,886,070 


24,623,942 


26,444,492 


26,600,984 


109 


SUL. .Dd Ottawa. 


20,171,732 


18,97.1,474 


19,046.820 


19,554, 5(M 


20,525,473 


98 1 


East Midland 


7,213,529 


6.469,491 


7.870,811 


7,046,924 


7,821,530 


9B 


Northern Diatriota. 
The Province... 


1,472,604 

129.146.492 


1,487,927 
105,579,869 


1,160,137 


1,192,745 


1,393.327 


1« 


110,764,626 


116.742,923 


121,214.061 


107 



Every group except the Northern Districts shows an increase over the values of the ye&r 
1887, that in the Lake Erie group reaching i8 per cent. Compared with the ananal 
average the latter group also shows the highest per cent, ratio, while the St. Lawrencfl 
and Ottawa, and East Midland groups fall below the average line. In point of distribution 
of values the West Midland group claims the largest share, and the Lake Ontuio couDtin 
come in second. In the annual average however this order is reversed. 



Fbr Cemt. Ratios op Values per Acrb. — In the following table the values per 
acre of 1883 are compared with the annual averages by means of per cent, ratios, and are 
shown by gtoups of counties and for the province for the several field crops : 



Lake Erie 

Lake Huron 

Georgian Bay 

■WefltMidlaml 

Lake Ontario 

St. Lawrence and Otta' 

East Midland 

Northern Diatricta 

The Province, ... 



127 : 

112 113 

92 99 

312 117 

105 118 

94 10 



97 125 105 111 



104 121 119 141 



The marketable value of an acre of crop was thus 4 per cent, above the annual averag^i 
from 7 per cent, below in the St. Lawrence and Ottawa counties to 17 per cent, aborein 
the Lake Erie group. Fall wheat was 3 per cent, below, the increase in the markel 
prices not counteracting the deficiency in yield, On the other hand spring wheat was 25 per 
cent, over the average, the market prices and yield per acre both acting in favor of the 
increase. The valae per acre of turnips was below the average in every group, but this 
was the only crop in the Lake Erie counties to fall below the annual average, as manj 





^ 139 


H eight crops failing to give averagea in the Georgian Bay group and in the Northern 


Distiicta. 






Valuk 01' Producb per Ao 


bbUndbeOrop 


, — The average per acre ot each of 


the fielil crops is given in the foIlowiDg table, by groups of countiee, for 1888 and for the | 


province for the four years 1885-8 with the annual average for 1882-8, Also the average f 




ler acre under crop for all field crops in aggregate for the same periods. 
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M 


The ProvinoB. 






Croijs. 


U 
^ 


n 


F 


11 


^1 




i 

. s 






1838. 


1887. 


1886. 


im. 


1882-8 




»c. 


*Q. 


Sc 


«o. 


» c. 


• c. 


8 c. 


9 ». 


3 c. 


» c. 


$ c. 


S c. 


8 c. 




FaU Wheat 


17 5^ 


17 43 


20 05 


16 69 


14 69 


L9 29 


21 06 


16 05 


17 14 


12 01 


15 00 


20 00 


17 60 






Spring Wheat 


17 4'J 


15 38 


lfi69 


16 3; 


19 79 


,17 81 


13 61 


17 56 


17 42 


9 06 


11 95 


920 


13 97 








18 49 
17 48 


17 43 
14 m 


13 34 

11 7S 


18 34 
Ifi 47 


IB 79 
15 83 


13 19 
11 96 


12 56 
10 44 


13 77 

11 78 


15 68 
14 33 


13 61 


13 no 


16 27 


14 98 




Clat* 




Rye 




^^'.?^ 


10 19 


11 5S 


8 75 


8 .57 


8 6b 


9 49 


9 37 
















16 60 
26 45 


14 58 
33 23 


11 25 
18 28 


16 42 

22 49 


13 05 
SI 00 


r,z 


17 18 


14 90 
10 87 


13 40 
22 91 


9 3b 
14 73 


11 99 
10 06 


12 67 
17 86 


12 87 
16 98 




Corn 




Buckwheat |10 18 


7 41 


7 78 


9 36 


12 16 


953 


10 39 


8 39 


10 47 


7 19 


,M 


9 71 


877 




1 




87 44 


31 15 
IB 74 


1G99 
14 17 


28 72 

ir 4(1 


26 33 
1141 


24 30 

1.4 27 


23 26 

10 76 


18 73 
16 14 


36 77 
14 04 


13 33 


19 16 
12 64 


16 13 


18 93 




Eby 


1 


PoUtOBB 


47 77 


4H 13 


N) 11 


51 M 


49 29 


40 47 


36 48 


37 S2| 45 87 














84 8fi 
83 01 


89 05 
SlSfi 


83 44 

76 30 


04 34 

92 48 


106 51 

H6 44 


fi5 90 
fi3 4.--. 


92 4ti 

77 M 




64 731111 13 124 70 
87 99 117 02 94 90 


97 36 
96 40 




rornips 


(iO 11 


87 55 




17 91 
IB 31 
14 86 


IS 91 

14 42 

14 62 

15 ?■' 


19 72 
16 73 
16 BS 


17 13 
13 94 

15 46 

16 IS 


14 40 
13 85 

13 66 

14 31 


13 12 

12 00 

14 02 
12 94 


1C70 
18 00 
14 26 


17 00 








Average 
of all 


1887.. la 18 
1888.. [h 07 


14 25 






16 00 






















16 W 


18 24| 16 63 


14 73 


14 08 


16 62 








10 83 


















In this comparison we discuss only the results of the yield per acre and the market prices 




aa the other variable the area in crop is now eliminated. Taking the provincial averages, 


three crops — hay, turnips and potatoes — fall below the averagea of 1887, while compared 


with the annual average fall wheat, rye, potatoes, carrots and turnips fail to reach the 


average. All tield crops average $17 per acre, no increase of $2.75 over 1887 and of 67 


cents compared with the annual average. The Northern Bistncts alone showed a decrease 


from 1887, but here there was an increase of 8 cents per acre over the annual average. 


Three groups showed decreases from the annual average, the Georgian Bay of 36 cents 


per a«re, the St. Lawrence and Ottawa counties of 33 cents, and the East Midland group 


of 96 cents. The yields and prices gave the best results in the West Midland group at 


J19.72 per acre, the Lake Erie counties being second at $18.70 and the East Midland 


group coming last at $13.12, or barely two-thirds of the leading group. In the annual 


. average, the West Midland group als 


holds drst place 


, with the East Midland counties ] 


^^^ FARM LABOR AND WAGES. ( 


^^V W,», ttiB Bv^ppHnr. of a ff,w UmitAti Trv^lIUpa fn,.n,Bro wo-o oMo t,. „l,t.;« „11 ^\^. 


^^BjUlp required I'nr spring work. The number emploved. hnwRvpr wan I'lir iimiillpr- thon 


^^Hfcaiifll, and t.hiR mnv he fivplnined bv the fftdt i;hah farmprH in t.hn mnjnrit.^ nf i-oano^ a». 


^^^Maeavormg, wicn tne asaiacance of labor-saving machinery, to ao more ot tue work tbem- 



selves, the previouH year having been a very trying one from a financial point of view. 
In addition, it would appear that, thoiiKh the tramp element may be obtained in abun- 
dance, really good workmen are difficult to find, and many of these are unwilling to do 
anything except what is known as the "genteel" work of the farm. Correspondents in 
the western counties state that many farmers' sons and laborers of ihe better class h&ve 
gone to the Western States and Manitoba, while in the Ottawa region more steady employ- 
ment and better remuneration can be obtained by engaging with lumbermen than can 
possibly be afforded by the owner of the farm. At harvest time the scarcity of labor was 
felt in a few localities, but as a rule ttie supply of help was adequate. The binder has 
greatly altered the condition of afiairs at this trying period of farming operations, and 
the " harvest hand '' does not command the same attention that he received a decade ago. 
Some farmers speak of a scarcity of help at the time of root palling and storing, but this 
complaint was local rather than general. The complaints of too high a rate of wages sad of 
onskilf ulness of laborers are becoming fewer each year. The general opinion is that there 
will be a rise of wages based upon the ground that, as prices of farm produce have <wd- 
siderably advanced, the laborer will naturally expect to participate in the increased 
return, especially as higher prices increase the coat of living. Some, however, predict » 
fall in the rate, as they declare that the laborer is saving more than his master. An^ 
effect that emigration of the laboring class to the ivest might have is counteiacted by the 
fast increasing nse of labor-saving machinery, and by the desire on the part of the farmer 
to do the work " within the family." Female help, as usual, is scarce : the problem hoir 
to keep the girl on the farm has not yet been solved. In some quarters domestic servants 
cannot be procured at any price, as girla will not exchange the shorter hours and more 
varied companionship of the city and town for life on the farm. As a consequence, 
farmers' wives are breaking down under the ever-increasing burdens which devolve upon 
them. 

Wages of Farm Labobkrh. — The following table gives by county groups and 
for the province the average rate of wages (with and without board) of farm laborers for 
1887 and 1888 with the average derived from the seven years 1882-8; also the rateoC 
wages of domestic servants per month with board for 1887 and 1888 : 
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The figures given above have been compiled as usual from returns made by farmer) 
nnder the date of June 25 in each year. The schedule required that only those emploj- 
ing help should answer the queries. The rates per mouth are for the working season, and 
are not to be contrasted with wt^es for occasional daily help. The average rate of yearly 
engagements with board declined $2, not a single group showing an increase over 1367. 
Yearly engagements without board show a slight advance, while fonr of the groups shov 



decreases. Wages per month both with and without board have improved somewhat, but 
are ati]l below the average for the seven aeaaona 1882-8. Domestic servants got $6.28 
per month with board, compared with -?6.05 in. 1887, only one group, the St. Lawrence 
and Ottawa, showing a small decrease. Farm wages as a rule are highest in tbe Northern 
Uiatrictf) and lowest in the Lake Erie countiea. 



lers are not hirl an muiih about here thU spriu)r owing In the short- 

^._ _.^ __. e hired for the winter months unlesa lurnVring opBrations are 

oeiDg' c&rried on. 

Joseph Martindale, Oneida, Haldimand : We have a suMiGient supply of farm laborers. The iiumijirant 
boys are making fine, steady men and (food workers. I ha»e bad one with me fty Eve years, and ha ia 
making a very good man. 

Calvin Boyd, Ennitkillen, Lambton; There is as yet but a moderate demand for farm iaborera. and the 
supply is sufficient. 

Alfred B. Carr, Wawanoah E., Huron: Thara are plenty ot laborers to supply the damand. Wages 
ale about $1GI) per year with board, or about S16 per month with board for a term of si^i or eight monCliB. 
Machines are taking the place of men for the harvest. 

John Booth, Normanby, Grey: There are plenty of lAborers, such as they are; but the farmer of Co-day 
in livinr on bis capital and not on hie income, and oau Ul afford to hire, as be has to do with as little as p<u- 
sible. Wages, by the year, ate from 812 to 915 per month with bourd, and by the day 7S cents in 
mid-winter and SI in summer, with board. 

8. L. Mouti^mery, Tay, Simcoe : Facia laborers are hard to get here on account of so much lumbering, 
as men prefer the mills to the facma. 

William Wright, MoGilUvray, Middlesex : There is a sufBeient supply of farm laborere, but none are 
blriag unles" absolutely compelled. Poor crops and low prices are preventing many from doing the wurk 
tbcy would if money was more plentiful. With improved machinery manual help is not so much required. 

Thomas Baird, Blandford, Osford : There are plenty of farm hands, such as they are, but I think they 
get worse iustead of better. Wages are much the same as they have been foi the last two years. 

W. M. Calder, Glanford, Wentworth: There is a suflioient supply of laborers. The quality ot them is 
in gome instances scarcely what it ought to be. 

John Campbell, Chinguacousy, Peel : We have no lack of male but a scarcity of female help. 

D. U. Nighswander, Markham, York : Good farm laborers are scarce. Tramp laborers are plentiful, 
but are not worth their bread and butter. Farmers are offering 320 per month with board for seven or 
eight months. There are not many men engaged without board. 

Henry Glendinning, Brook, Ontario: There is, perhaps, a suSicient supply of labor to get through with 

ordinary farm work, but many more men would be employed on the farms if they could be obtained to 
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few immigrants arrived, but they are a poor class. 

Joseph Kyle, Hawkesbury, Fresoott : Farm laborers arc not bo plentiful around here as Chey used to 
be. Formers do not employ any help during the winter, and Che laborers have gone to other places. 

John Whelan, Brudenell and Lynadoch, Renfrew: Farmers mostly get along with their own help. I 
know of a few boys only (sons of small farmers) who are hired out, and they get from SW to $17 per month 
Aiid board. The picked men of the place are nearly all away on the drives on the different streams aC 
wages ranging from S26 to 835 per month with board. Lots of formers' sons are away on the drives also. 
The job generally lasts into the months of July and iugnst, and a young man who cannot see a Kood pros- 
pect at home is very apt to take advantage of the b^ inducements offered to stream drivers in the spring, 

C. Robertson, Cardwell, Muskoka ; The supply of farm laborers is limited, owing to lumbermen offer- 
ing higher rates of wages for river driving. 

James H. Brown. Colchester 8., Essex : The supply of farm laborers was sufficient. During the wheat 
harvest we paid good hands f 1.60 a day and board. 

R. Wilkie, Harwich, Kent ; Hay loaders, horse forks, slingi and binders have relieved the farmers of J 

their old anxiety in haying and harvest, and wages are not much higher in harvest Chan in hoeing, which is ^ 

the most driving season with us here now. I 

e self-binder not much labor is required. J 

Duble to get men to hire, and very lew are required 1 1 

I, Wainflaeb, Welland : There is plenty of help at harvest time ; tl.SB per day and ', 
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A. A. Meyers, Sombra, Lambton : On account of improved machinery the supply has been sufficient. 
Few men are looking for work. 

W. J. Martin, Wawanosh £., Huron : There are a great number of self-binders in this neighborhood^ 
and very little hiring is now done. 

W. G. Ritchie, Greenock, Bruce: We have had plenty of hands to handle the light crops of this 
season. 

James Edmonstone, Sydenham, Grey : So much machinery is now used in harvesting, such as hay 
forks, mowers, reapers and binders, that a man and a boy are about all that are required on a large farm. 

James A. Glen, Westminster, Middlesex : The labor supply is suiRcient, and harvest hands receive 
$1.25 per day. There are so many binders and other labor-saving implements that there is but little extra 
help needed. Everything works like clock work. 

Thomas A. Good, Brantford, Brant : Binders have taken the place of manual labor, and very few men 
are hired during harvest. 

Christian T. Groh, Waterloo, Waterloo : Farm hands are none too numerous, but by the introduction 
of self-binders the farn^er is enabled to put away bis harvest with one-half the hands. Wages in haying, 
$1 per day ; in harvest, $1.25 to $1.50. 

A. H. Pettit, Grimsby N., Lincoln : The supply has been about equal tc the demand, yet more good 
farm hands could have found employment. 

Joseph Bates, Glanford, Wentworth : There are plenty of farm laborers at about $1.25 per day. A 
great many have employed old country lads at about $3 per month. > 

William Kersey, Toronto Gore, Peel : The supply more than equalled the demand. On account of the 
lightness of the crop and the improved machinery now in use very little extra help was required for the 
harvest. Wages are $1 per day, or $45 for the two months. 

John Beasley, King, York : Self-binders and improved machinery have helped us wonderfully. Plenty 
of men are looking for work. Crop pro8i)ects being poor, farmers are hiring as little as possible. 

Albert Orchard, Reach, Ontario : There seems to be plenty of men. I'here is not much day work— the 
binder saves that. 

W. G. Rundle, Darlington, Duiliam : There has been a surplus of men this year, hardly a week passing 
without some one applying for work. 

R. J. Dunlop, Pittsburg, Frontenac : Farm laborers were required less than usual on account of the 
lightness of the harvest. 

W. Ferguson, Hawkesbury W., Prescott : Farm laborers were scarce enough in places at haying, but 
are more plentiful at present. 

James F. Grierson, Torbolton, Carleton : The supply of farm laborers has been quite sufficient so far. 

Gavin Hamilton, Ramsay, Lanark : There are so many self-binders in use here now that but little hired 
help is required. 

Charles R. Stewart, Dysart, Haliburton : There have been plenty of hands. Mowing machines and 
hay rakes are now largely used. Wages were $1 a day for harvesting, or $18 per month for a term. 

C. Robertson, Cardwell, Muskoka : There was plenty of farm labor. Machinery is being introduced, 
and the work can be done with fewer hands. 

FROM THE NOVEMBER REPORT. 

Herbert Manery, Mersea, Essex: There will be no difference in the rate of wages here. There is a 
sufficiency of work all the year round for what men we have here. Domestic servants are very scarce. 

E. B. Tole, Harwich, Kent : There are plenty of farm laborers here. I do not look for much change 
in wages. There is only a fair supply of domestic servants. 

Arch. McKillop, Aldborough, Elgin : Wages are likely to remain stationary, because farmers cannot 
afford to pay more and workers will not take less. Domestic servants are fearfully scarce. Detroit takeft 
them all, where they get better pay for less work. 

W. W. Wells, Woodhouse, Norfolk : The supply of farm laborers was about equal to the demand. If 
present prices stand wages will likely rise. There are just about enough domestic servants. 

Andrew Turnbull, Seneca, Haldimand : The supply of farm laborers was sufficient. The rate of wagei 
is likely to stand. The supply of domestic servants ib equal to the demand. 

John A. Law, Stamford, Welland : The self-binder is in general use in this township, and does away 
\vith many hands on the farm. The rate of wages will keep up as farm hands have a tendency to go to 
towns and villages for work. Domestic servants are scarce and wages high. 

Wm. Bryce, Warwick, Lambton : There were enough farm laborers for the work. Wages are likely 
to fall owing to the cheapness and perfection of machinery. Household servants on the farm are very 
scarce. Girls all prefer the town or city. 

G. Fortune, Turnberry, Huron : The supply of farm laborers was sufficient. Wages are likely to 
remain about the same as now. The supply of domestic servants has been scarce. 

Hugh Murray, Bruce, Bruce : The supply of farm laborers was equal to the demand ; the use of binders 
in harvest has done away with the old time trouble. There is no prospect of an increase of wages, as there 
is no work of any account going on in the winter. Domestic servants are scarce. . Young women appear ' 
to think the work degrading, particularly near home, and if they engage in it at all they prefer cities of 
towns. 
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Wm. Irvine, Bentinck, Grey : The supnly of farm laboren was aufl&cient this year. I see no likeli- 
>od of much change in wages. We might nave a good supply of domestic servants, but Toronto outbids 
I so much in wages and otner attractions that the supply here is not equal to the demand. 

Basil R. Rowe, Orillia, Simcoe : The supply of laborers was equal to the demand. Wages are about 
16 same as last year, and seem likely to remam at that rate. Domestic servants are in demand, as usual. 

John McPherson, Lobo, Middlesex : We do not need many laborers now. Plenty of machinery leaves 
le farmer master of the situation. Wages may rise a little on account of the advance in the price of all 
roduce. Girls are as scarce as ever ; they go to the towns and factories. 

Wm. Jamieson, Westminster, Middlesex : The supply of farm laborers was fully equal to the demand. 
?he rate of wages may increase from the fact that the extension of the C. P. R. from London to Detroit is 
ikely to be pushed onward forthwith. The supply of domestic servants is equal to the demand. 

Wm. Gerrie, Oxford N., Oxford : Wages may fall a little during the winter, but I see no reason why 
ihey should fall during the spring. Domestic servants are always in demand. 

John Rae, Eramosa, Wellington : If the value of produce increases wages will also advance. Girls 
ire hard to get to work in farm houses, as they can obtain higher wages in towns and cities. 

Christian T. Groh, Waterloo, Waterloo : Laborers could be had as needed by the day from the villages. 
iVages will likely experience no change, as there are no new industries in this section to afford employment 
;o day laborers. Regariling domestic servants, it is the same old story— they want to go to the towns. 

W. H. VanDuzer, Grimsby N., Lincoln : The supply of farm laborers seemed equal to the demand 
through the summer, but they are a little scarce now, owing to the absence of machinery that will pick 
ipples, husk and draw com, pull and top roots, etc., compared with the binders, mowers, etc., used during 
summer. It is almost out of the question to get a good girl as a domestic servant. 

Greorge Hart, Saltfleet, Wentworth : The supply of farm laborers was equal to the demand. Wages 
are likely to remain about the same. Domestic servants are scarce, and the kind of immigrants that 
come from the old country are as a rule of no use here. 

Edwin Dalton^elson, Halton : The supply was equal to the demand. The rates of wages are not 
likely to change. The supply of domestic servants is about sufficient. 

William Kersey, Toronto Gore, Peel : There has been a scarcity of good men this season, but there 
wa8 quite a number of useless men and immigrants who wanted full pay. Many farmers did not wish to 
be annoyed with them. More of them might be employed if they were willing to take what they are worth 
for a wmle until they learned something about farmiug. 

Angus Ego, Georgina, York : I have not heard of any complaints of scarcity of field help. The self- 
binder has made a great change in that line. I cannot say what wages will be next spring, but I cannot see 
anything to make any markea change in the present rate. As for domestic servants, there is the same old 
cry, "^ne to be had." Young women fly to Toronto, where there is plenty of company. 

Thomas Syer, Man vers, Durham : The supply of farm laborers seems to be about equal to the demand, 
and wages are not likely to be any higher than at present. Domestic servants seem to be harder to get 
than any other class. 

John Williams, Hamilton, Northumberland : The present indications are that wages will fall, as 
laborers are plentiful, and the farmers cannot afford to pay higher wages with their present returns. Do- 
mestic servants are rather scarce, and they command high wages. 

W. R. Leavens, Hallowell, Prince Edward: The supply of farm laborers was fully equal to the 
demand. I do not think any material change will occur in regard to wages. It is very hard to find good 
domestic servants, and those who are lucky enough to get one usually keep her. 

Thomas Briggs, Kingston, Frontenac : Farm laborers were scarce. The rate of wages is higher than 
farmers feel able to pay, and the tendency is toward higher wages. Domestic servants are scarce. 

George Ellis, Leeds and Lansdowne Rear, Leeds and Grenville : The best farmers saved their crops 
^th less nelp than I ever saw before. !FemaIe help is very scarce. They prefer to go to the cities rather 
^n work for farmers. 

. John McRae. Roxborough, Stormont: The supply of farna laborers was sufficient. The rate of wages 
18 likely to fsJl, as the supply of timber along the 0. A. R. is getting scarce, and a number of men have 
obtained steady and profitable employment along that line during the past few years. The number of 
domestic servants has been equal to the demand, and there have been a few to spate for the cities. 

D. B. McMillan, Lochiel, Glengarry : The supply of farm laborers was about equal to the demand, 
"iges will likely remain about the same. There is a sufficiency of domestic servants. 

Harrison Cross, Hawkesbury W., Prescott: The supply of farm laborers was not equal to the demand 
this year. Wattes were very high here, and are likely to be higher next year, as there are so many laboring 
^en employed m lumbering and working in the mills. Domestic servants are* very scarce here. They 
«i08tly flock to the cities. 

T. M. Robertson, Nepean. Carleton : The supply of farm laborers was about sufficient. Wages will 
•|kely remain as they are, as tne demand for men in tne lumber regions will rule the labor market. Demes- 
ne servants are hard to get. 

John Whelan, Brudenell and Lynedoch, Renfrew: Wages are likely to fall^ as farmers here, with few 
^ttceptions, keep no hands in the winter, and there has been a considerable fallmg off in lumbering opera- 
tions in this locality. There are sufficient domestic servants at good wages. 

A. F. Stewart, Beckwith, Lanark : I think wages \n\\ keep about the same, because farmers use to 
much machinery and that will prevent a rise, and, on the other hand, the fact that this is a lumbering 
centre will keep wages from falling. 



144 



John A. Jackson, Eldon, Victoria: There were sufficient farm laborers this year. I don't think wages 
are likely to vary much from what they have been for the past few years. Domestic servants are generally 
hard to get, and often are of a poor quality. 

William Armstrong, Otonabee, Peterborough : There were enough farm laborers. Wages have been i 
about the same for the past two or three years, and I see no reason why there should be a change. Domes- 
tic servants are hard to get. 

Anson Latta, Thurlow, Hastings : The supply of farm laborers is quite equal to the demand. I can- 
not see how there can be much change. The laborer is but getting what he can barely subsist upon, yet be 
is getting all that can be very well paid. Domestic servants are very scarce and dear. As most of our 
gins think they were calculated for something higher and nobler, they seem to look upon domestic service 
as degrading. 

Donald Grant, Monck, Muskoka: Farm laborers were scarce this season. Lumbermen are paying 
high wages this winter, and that will keep farm wages high. Domestic servants are very scarce. 
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VALUES— FARM LAND. 

TABLE No. L— Shoiring by Uoaat; Mmiicip»litie« »nd gnnipa of Countiea the VaJna. of Tama Land in 
OnUrio in the ynn 1SB7 and 18S8, with the yeuly average for the seven fern 1883-8; bUo tin 
averaire vijus per acre. 
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136,086,496 


44 58 (137,886,148 


45 27 




10,332,955 
9,297,341 

18,676,267 
8,677,340 
6,394,116 
8,080,701 
6;73e;067 
4,298,339 

16,342,9g<; 
6,942,933 
9.107,268 


25 39 
14 01 
35 13 
33 53 
25 57 
28 23 
23 73 
16 92 
23 71 
7 85 
13 76 


10,114,970 
8,543,850 

18,695,322 
8,593,825 
6,671,119 
7,817,343 
6,800,186 
4,679.068 

16.627,555 
0,526,211 
8,759,374 


24 97 
13 11 

25 33 
36 14 

26 86 

27 01 
23 94 
18 47 
27 72 

7 63 
13 30 
19' 79 


10,602,253 
9,026,867 

17.646,900 
8,313,666 
6,073,885 
7,614,347 
6,202.098 
4.6(»,30e 

14.772,307 
6,062,466 


26 50 














Stonnont 


24 39 


















Lanark 


11 84 


Totals 


101,884,323 


20 01 




97.953,463 
12,968,439 
11.039,360 
767.448 
lfi.495,948 
41,261.095 


18 99 




12,808,762 

11.018,942 

892.707 

16,218.522 


22 51 
20 36 
1 59 
16 87 


12,850.011 

11.193,603 

945.117 

15,912,536 


22 79 

30 99 
1 70 
16 55 
15 64 














17 90 




40,934.983 


15 56 


40,900,266 










1,990,435 
1.013,354 

1,698,735 


3 91 
3 31 
506 


2,069,605 
1.142,4"l 
1.390,027 


4 11 
4 47 

493 


2,017,397 

986,893 

1,476,000 

4,479,290 




Parry Sound 


407 

4 72 




4,602.624 


407 


4,603,113 












640,480,801 


2d!tl 


e36,«83,7&6 


29 22 


637,773,948 









VALUES— FARM BUILDINGS. 



TABLE No. Il.-Showing by County Mur 
in OaMrio in Che jeara 1887 and 1888 
Averan^e value p«r acre. 



^H Counciea. 


1888 




1887 




Y early averato for the 
se<en years 1882-8. 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


Vslue. 


Value 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


I 


S 

4.074,766 
5.201,384 
4.779,887 
4,044,651 
8,453,013 


9 44 
9 25 

10 85 
10 34 
13 37 


S 

3,656,365 
5,015.245 
4,823,847 
3.875.288 
3,322,.'(96 
3,230.343 
23,913.481 


» c. 

8 49 
8 93 
11 08 
968 
11 80 
13 99 

-10-^ 


3,380,131 
4,914,736 
4,629,086 
3,881,372 
3:303:464 
3,011,806 


* c. 




8 76 

10 67 
982 

11 41 


&!:;:;;;;;;::;;:■:■:;■;:;::: 




24,636,636 
4,503.093 

8,326,194 
5:888:884 


10 54 

-Tsf 

10 43 
728 


988 






4,170,426 
8:368;ail 

6.067,297 


628 
10 46 

7 46 


3:980,362 
7,742.346 
5.334.891 


6 10 
9 73 

6 53 




fcSS?::: :::::::;::::::::::::::::::": 




18,718.370 


8 24 


18,596,893 

6,683,760 
6,661,292 




17.047,688 
6,219,930 
6.388.845 






8,793.100 
7,488.384 
14.2>I,484 
10.134.491 

6,093.153 
3,6<jn,!83 
6,464.730 
6.926,604 
4,797.218 
3,394,361 


6 43 

780 


6 31 
6 93 


684 






708 

13 37 

14 84 
17 08 

12 47 
1104 

16 70 
6 72 

13 73 

17 96 
17 03 

14 06 
16 21 
14 76 

11 56 

12 37 

13 38 


13,346.062 

9,6H804 
6,997,516 
3.580,63* 
6,503,456 
0,909,290 
4,861,560 
2,239.433 
40,786,680 
3,360,638 
4,917,668 
3,360,483 
4,367,504 
8,128,225 
6,666,426 
4,666,108 
5,139,670 
3,636,393 


660 
12 80" 

14 84 

16 43 
12 56 
1101 

15 81 
6 27 

12 52 

17 60 

18 01 

14 63 

15 14 

15 11 

11 36 

12 37 
1179 

16 07 


12,608,765 


6 24 






9,364,301 

^,K 

6:0I6:i65 
6,439,207 
4,687,134 
2,049,408 
38,708,369 
3,175,477 
4,546,461 
3,107,179 
4,018,S30 
7,933.538 
6,487,281 
4,333,017 
4,761,196 
3,093,095 


13 37 

14 26 
16 19 
11 61 
10 28 
16 33 












DnSerin 




41,400,140 
8,4a7,333' 
4,653,060 
3,143.530 

4,670,383 
7,064.689 
6,799.452 
4,368.261 
5,352,004 
3,093.697 

42.471,279 
3,409.029 
2,939,284 
6.418,667 
3,884,071 
1038:080 
2,855,019 
1.936.776 
1,367.776 
4.660.3B3 
3.615,139 
3.176.88S 

33,701,066 


11 93 
16 69 
16 64 

13 88 

14 05 
14 7! 
1101 
11 76 
10 99 
13 36 


















Prince Edward. 


Totab 


13 92 

8 38 
4 43 

8 63 
13 14 
8 16 

8 a 

6 83 
539 
8 18 
384 
4 80 
6 43 


42.922,112 


14 06 

— 7M- 
4 23 
868 
10 63 
006 
8 59 

7 14 
4 84 

8 01 
2 66 
4 57 

"-08- 


40,487,358 
3,008,606 

3,644,410 
5.616,163 
2,351,693 
i:905;933 

i;683:377 
1,050,799 
3,992,671 
2,120,987 
3,637.449 


13 20 




2,7631964 
6,330,796 
3,536,069 
3.260.030 
3,486,182 
2.028,937 
1.236,436 
4,619.097 
2.303.609 
.1,009,847 
33,634,7^ 
3,316,496 
3,014,926 
386:863 
4,888,316 


762 
407 
7B6 
9 9S 
7 66 
7 23 
B 91 
4 19 
709 
258 
4 02 






Dnnda* 






ftUHdl 




Lanark 




39.081,945 


B 64 




3,127,630 
S.3.t9,&7l 
246,591 

B.aou,ooo 

'12,019,842' 

565,163 
300,868 
348,498 
1,114,519 
188,30.1,226 


550 
6 17 
44 
6 52 

4 Be" 


6 70 
6 71 

51 

509 
4 37' 

1 16 

82 

1 17 
—loT 


2,894,635 

2,787,962 

318,196 






B28 
040 






TotalB 


11.436,689 


10,556,664 

616,423 
333,416 

307,743 
1,047,682 


4 18 


Mudioka 


1 11 
066 
I 10 

98 


681,783 
208,733 
338,461 
1,118,977 


1 ai 

093 

099 

Too" 


A]gii„a 








.., 


184,re3,607 


a 47 


172,628,861 


7 97 





VALUES— FARM IMPLEMENTS. 

TABLE No. III.— Showing by County Itlunicipalitiea and gronpa of Conuties the valne of Farm Imple* 
mentii in Ontario in the yean 1887 and IS88, with the yearly avnage for the leven yaan 1S82-S ; alio 
Che average value per acre. 



OonntiM. 


1888. 


1887. 


Yearly ave 


aga for 
rs 1882-8. 


Value. 


Value 
pec acre. 


Value. 


ValUB 
iwr ttore. 


ValiiB. 


Value 
per MM. 


Ewen 

K::::::::;::;:.:;::::;;:.:::.:: 

Norfolk 

Haldimand 

Wellwid 


« 
1,042,198 

1,506,851 
11226:683 
1,013,368 
9X3,257 
839,041 
""6,540,396' 
1,241,082 
2,373,750 
1,721,220 
5,336,068" 
2,110,262 
2,206,113 


V C. 
2 42 

2 68 

2 78 
266 

3 25 
368 

—2 80 


962,230 
1.387,806 
1.231,424 
1,014,822 
974,198 
772.993 


»c. 
222 
2 47 

283 

2 64 

3 46 
3 36 


934.922 
1.390,364 

1,197,325 
969:318 
879,249 
743.930 


9a. 

218 

2 48 

2 74 
346 

3 13 
3 28 


Totak 


6.333.437 


2 70 


6,115,108 


2 62 




2 97 
2 12 
235 


1.167,733 
2,290,314 
1.727,439 


176 

' 2 87 

2 13 


1.141,894 
2,193.311 
1,563,695 
4,898,900 












Totals,. 


— 2-iT 




200 
2 31 


2,138,071 
2,042,670 

4,180.7)1 
2,435,664 
1,669.715 

763;211 
1.769,954 
1,802,340 
1,164,073, 

668,026 


2 02 
2 12 

2 07" 

— 3-2r 

3 31 
360 
3 42 

2 87 

3 79 
187 


1,976.963 
1.95'. 735 
3,927,698 
2,424,640 
l,.'iE7.643 

815.312 
1,688,469 
1.795,307 
1,143,320 

661,699 




SuDcoe 


2 04 




4,316,376 
2,433,318 

1.576,609 
807,668 
1,713,836 
1,879.764 
1,164,533 
685,065 
^,»B,673- 


321 
334 
8 74 
3 31 
300 
8 81 
193 






— 3" 20" 










Perth 


326 


Waterloo 












Totals 


3 10 


10,162,982 


3 12 


10,086,290 


3 10 




1,132,877 

722,813 

1.085,907 

■ 2,102,919 

1,466,459 

1,123,690 

1,286,344 

753,372 

10,451,605 

780,410 

875,378 

1,574,001 

666,589 

652,603 

682,988 

as 

1,310,794 
878,668 
882,676 


4 16 
3 24 

3 77 
3 90 

2 91 

3 05 
2 97 


809,180 
1,191,694 

832:810 
1,055,144 
1,988,156 
1.519,676 
1,187,621 
1,385,847 

914,094 


4 22 
4 37 
3 71 
3 60 
3 70 
305 
3 22 
3 18 
3 91 


770,516 
1,094:655 

762,819 
1.022.796 
1,931,347 
1.399.022 

1:209:943 
790,840 












Peel 


356 


Ontario 


2 81 
















3 42 


10,884,220 


3 67 


10,099,306 








Lennox and Addii^ton 


1 92 

1 32 

2 12 
280 
2 21 

2 10 
130 
2 30 


814.747 
790.143 

1,517,868 
031,376 
508,093 
674,194 
615,900 
399,072 

1.312,188 
813,341 
871.307 


2 01 

1 21 

306 
366 
206 
233 

2 17 
158 
233 

94 

1 32 


782,287 
773,662 

1.416.135 
592:886 
496,993 
607,206 
503,334 
336,686 

1,201,764 
no.786 
767,426 


1 96 


Leeds and GrenviUe 


1 90 


Stormont 


200 


pJeS^t'.'. :■;.:;: ::::::: ::::.■ 


177 










Lanark 


1 18 


Totals 


9,128,859 

976,"454" 

827.593 

71,889 

1,456,640 

8.331,576 


1 74 


8,948.219 


1 72 


8,179,163 


1 59 




1 72 
1 53 

13 

1 52 


890.108 

761,710 

73.324 

1,470,722 


1 80 
1 43 

13 

1 63 


BB»,0«) 

ni,587 

61,562 

1,3.'>5,442 

~a;98r,671 




HaUburton 


1 36 
Oil 








1 26 


3.304,864 


1 23 










191.924 
78.094 
121,372 


038 
025 


183,027 
71.393 
93.9L8 

348,348 


036 
09a 


159,628 
79.190 
108,121) 
34^843" 














391.390 


036 


033 


'^ 








49,764,832 


227 


49,248.297 


'" 


46,640,978 









r~~ 


149 


m 


^^ 


VALUES— FARM LIVE STOCK. 

TABLE Nit. IV.— Showing by County Municipaiitins and groupa of Oountiea the 
Swck in OnUrio in the year. 1887 »nd 1888, with the yearly averaRa for the bpy 
the Bverage value per acre. 


value of Farm Live 
en years 1882-8 ; al>a 


ConntitM. 


1888. 


1887 




Yearly average for 
the «even years 1882-8. 


Value. 


Valn« 
pernor.. 


V.l.e. 


Valoe 
per acre. 


v..». 1 -^;. 




i 

2.318,121 
S.21S,87G 
2,6fte.&39 
1.897,184 
1,724.044 
1.403,764 


S c. 

5 37 

5 73 

6 S3 
4 80 

t;i3 

6 17 


« 

2,116,809 
3,005,342 

2,680.638 
1,888,416 
1,836.838 
1.428.067 


8 c. 

4 81 

5 34 

5 93 
4 72 

6 31 


S 

2,040,703 
2:908:5.!.-. 
2.5S0,8B1 
1.810.4BO 
1,728.714 
1,330,114 


9 u. 

4 77 
6 18 
589 
458 
6 1G 
6 87 
6 33 
409 
663 
458 




teik"::::::;.;;-' :::::;•::::■ 








13,131.517 

3.828.668 
6,49a,»77 
3;977„'«H 
12,300,224 
4,779,237 
4,152,404 


5 61 

V28 

6 87 
490 


ia,to4.990 


6 49 


12,399,437 




2,696,206 
6,401,353 
3,98fi,2»8 
12,083,8*6 


4 06 

6 76 
4 90 


3,670. BOB 
5,380,121 

3:7^966 




SS?.::::::::::::::::::;:::::::::' 

Totol. 

§&::::::::::::::::::;:::::::::::. 


6 13 
4 flf 
4 35 


5 31 
4"54' 

4 20 


4,674,700 
3,831,319 

8,606.019- 


4 13 
426 


4.811,960 
4,039,337 


TowU 


- 8:931.641 


4 44 


8,851,297 


6.360.283 

3.424,787 
1,552.212 
a,7e4,W6 
4,095,103 
3.162,630 
l,500.B«il 
21,860.531 
1,301,438 
2,022.866 


737 
7 19 
7 36 
663 
708 
4 31 

6 "72 

7 "13 
7 40 


6,943,174 
3,616,166 
1.712,932 

3,888,861 
4,277,834 
5,211,039 
1,407.585 
22,967,670 


7 86 
7 46 
786 
7 Bl 
S83 
7 Ifl 
3 94 
-—7W 


6,792,869 
3,619,251 
1,696,660 
3,766,841 
4,094,034 
2,167.321 
1,450.032 
32.417.698 


765 
764 
738 
727 

6S4 

708 

408 
690 


«^.-::;::::;::::;;::;:-;;::::: 


Wellii^hni 


DnBerin ... 


Total* 


LitMolD 

gsr^ 


1.396.760 
2,311.020 


728 
8 48 

6 92 

7 77 
7 25 
702 
6 32 

5 90 

6 06 


1 ,,342.463 
3,060,M2 
1,549,448 

3:0ti6:449 
S.918,834 
3,331.234 

3,329,506 
3.385,440 
1,262,964 


706 
760 
S93 
7 16 
7 27 

6 33 
B51 
B 46 


i^::;;:;;;;::;:;;;-;-;;;;;;::.-::; 


2.184,681 1 7 68 : 2;241,112 




8,295,941 
2:306:294 
2,483.617 
1,333,903 


6 67 
626 
6 74 
5 73 


3.604,285 
2,334.646 

2.569,770 
i;416;ill 
21,323,001 










6 71 
364 
340 
4 43 

6 47 






S 64 




1,478,883 
1.688,342 
3.297,944 

1.299,849 


1,607.787 
1,598,146 
.1,348,504 
1.341:360 
1,131,390 
1,406.510 
1,084,980 
729,735 
3,461,981 
1,975,164 


8 97 

3 45 

4 54 
6 67 
4 66 
4 86 
382 

3 88 

4 37 

2 28 

3 04 


1.448,634 
1,464,963 
3,114,119 
1.216,333 
1,047,356 
1,312,381 
988:068 
680.606 
3,316.730 
1,768,149 
1,787,411 


3 68 
236 

4 18 
6 14 
4 31 
4 54 
3 EO 

3 76 

4 13 
2 10 
2 73 




DnndM 










1,084,877 
706,147 
2,464,631 

r,982,666 
1,819.518 
18,208,018 
3.036,334" 
I,649.(>12 
197.B70 
3.008,818 
6.893,434 

4B7.7^o 

300,189 

391,664 

9493m" 

102,839,236 


3 82 
2 78 

4 33 
2 24 

2 75 

3 48 








unark ;::::;;::::;::;:;:;;:;:":::::: 




18.692,471 
2,080,262 
1.728,157 
233.940 
2.710,919 


360 
3 70 

3 34 
043 
2 83 


17.163,859 
1,851,038 
1,606,084 
303,226 


3 32 
3 46 
302 
088 
286 




368 
306 
35 
9 13 

2 63^ 

80 
068 
82 

~-o-ar 

4 69 


S^^^^" : 


elS™::::::;:::::;::;:::'::::::: 




6,769,268 


268 


6,371.118 


360 




517.399 
307,634 
269,280 
984,313 


103 
81 


456,655 
221.484 

284.668 
961^77' 


093 

93 
91 

82 
4 61 








096 




104,406,605 


4 78 


99,838,261 






^ 







VALUES— PAKM PKOPEETY. 





1888. 


18W 


V»lue 


Year); Average foi 
the«ven years 1882 ■» 


Countio*. 


Value. 


Value 


Value. 


Value. 


V»lue 
per acre. 




e 

51,333.(180 
33.622.4fle 
20,669,86* 
18,837,136 
16.645,781 
14,123,377 


• c. 

54 07 

59 82 

60 64 

66 60 
n 93 


S 
22,104.356 
33,414.130 
36.876,733 
18.477.852 
16,051,795 
14,428,797 
131,S52;662 
27,660,474 
48.731,842 
34,247,361 

no;o29ii7r 


I c. 

61 32 
69 41 
01 74 
46 16 
67 03 

62 70 


S 

31,48li,94r 
33,236,978 
27.!51),142 
18,809,429 
16,631,555 
14,031,269 
130,286.310 
28,208,728 
47,577,231 
33,598.679 


1 c 






EiBh,'::::::::::::::::::::::;::":.:: . 


62 OS 
















132,231,301 


56 55 
43 41 

59 88 

40 66 

^48^ 


56 13 










28,6.'i9,614 
47.861,024 
32,!K(B,025 
lM,600,263- 
36.260,022 
40.516.300 
76,775,32-2" 


41 62 
61 00 

42 12 








Bruce 










48 60 


109,384,638 


48 25 




34 60 
40 24 
37^24 


36,198,138 
38,302.070 
74,600,109 






42 46 1 38.719,646 










38 !« 


75,247.738 
66,412,841 

36,868,104 
16,730.397 
35,313.243 
35,267,682 
22,901,376 








Middlewi 


36.233,997 
10,927.163 
34.582,438 
35,395,84! 
22,995,302 
13,686,979 


72 03 

74 7fl 
7*37 
66 72 
66 44 

75 25 
38 16 


73 16 
76 09 
70 78 
68 19 
56 20 

74 49 
36 40 


56,781,206 
36.017,840 
16,797.490 
34,482.777 
34,633,543 
22,977,394 
12,942.896 
























Dnfferin 


36 39 


TotslB 


213,317,917 
14,678,421 
21,851,834 
14,658,201 
23.089,103 
43.703,361 
31,486,027 
25,008.173 
25,576.538 
14,339,994 


66 59 


214,489.046 


66 86 


213,633,145 


65 73 




76 37 
79 97 
SS 58 
76 67 
81 01 
63 77 
1:7 81 
69 10 
61 57 


14,447.616 
22.121,000 
14,961.889 
21.606.619 
43,105,436 
31,006,331 
24,84!, 763 
24,626,619 
16,609,607 


75 45 
81 16 

66 94 
74 89 
78 29 
62 15 

67 31 
66 27 
66 29 


14,101.768 
21,393.163 
14,719,667 
20,602,205 
43,179,158 
31,194,807 
24.545.002 
24,414,048 
14,668,678 
































Prince Jidward 


6330 




213,292.313 


69 90 


211,115,829 


69 16 


308,718,486 


63 53 


Leaaox and Addington 


16.002,277 
14,700,346 
29,966,879 
13.626,849 
10,133.304 
12,546,3 2 
10,362,6 8 
6;700;2 4 
24.778,716 
12,319.3d5 
14,flM6.297 


39 33 
S2 16 

40 30 
56 94 
40 52 
43 83 
36 47 
26 39 
43 62 
13 92 
22 64 


15,739,270 

13,684.103 
29,892.380 
13.099.630 
10,560,632 
12.383.229 
li,S30,002 
7,033.301 
23,930.821 
H,018.3!5 
14,641,452 


38 86 
2100 
40 51 
55 09 
42 53 
42 79 
37 07 
27 77 
42 4S 
IS 4t 
22 23 


15.841,779 
13,908,902 
27.792,317 
13,473,568 
9.524,166 
11,023,811 
9,386.877 
6:683:296 
22.282,472 
10.652,378 
12,908.674 


39 60 


I«edB uid Grenyille 


37 39 


















CarletoQ 


39 60 














31 6! 


103,103,136 




162,378,230 










18,949,160 
16.833,718 
1.408,817 
26.988,140 


33 31 
31 10 

2 51 
27 04 


19,650.867 
16.727,394 
1,639,234 
24,983,492 


2 70 
26 99 


18,673,082 
16,133.893 
1,250,430 
25,129.143 






30M 




27 27 




63,179.835 


23 99 


62,300,987 


23 S3 


61,176,648 


23 9e 








3,205,377 
1,492.495 
2,360,169 


6 30 
4 88 

7 46 


3.351,814 
1,630,131 
2,071,705 


666 
638 
730 


3,149,003 
1.510,963 
2,175,5^6 


















7,067,')41 


6 24 1 7,053,650 


6 78 


6,t»3.s,492 








The Province 


081,3118,094 




4*74 


956.882,048 













^^^^^^^^m ^^^^^^^^^^^^f 


^P VALTJES-EENT OF LEASED PAEMB. 1 


rental uf leased farmB in Ontario as raportfld in the year 1888, alw the average per acre for 1886, 188T ■ 


-Ominties. 


is 

pi 


Average area of 


Average value ofi 


Rent per acre baeed oa — ^^^^^| 








111 

< 




Acres cteared.. ,^^^^^H 


Acres 
occupied 






Land. 


Bnild- 
inps. 


Acres 
cleared. 


.m 


1887 


1886 


183818871886. ^^^ 


Easex 

Kont 


14 
13 

12 
12 
10 
13 

12 
11 
11 

10 


2 
3 

1 
8 

1 

T 

2 

8 


106 
100 
128 
126 
107 
W 


9 

8 

7 
3 
7 


65 
73 
96 
86 
84 
73 
80 


I 
2 

2 


6 
2 


6,306 
4.003 
3,692 

3,m 


S 

1,280 
"1,168 
1,237 
1,264 
1,264 
1,245 


9 

191 

385 
237 
194 
181 


1 8i 

2 57 
322 
188 
1 81 
1 96 


1 83 

2 55 

3 31 
1 64 

1 BB 

2 06 


S c. 

1 G6 

2 69 
209 
1 85 
1 91 
200 


. J. c, . =. ^ 

2 9ll2 88l2 94 , 




SSS.„3::::; 

Walland 


2 75!2 26l2 6ft 
2 3112 48i2 61 
2 46|2 67i3 6& | 


Group .. 


111 
113 

119 
119 
117 


2 
B 

1 
2 
9 


4,371 

-s,m 

6,057 
3,748 


1.236 


233 


3 10 


3 07 


2 13 


2 91.3 88 


306 ; 


71 

91 
86 


6 
3 


1.370 

iliu 


300 




1 81 
164 


2 03 
2 17 
1 86 


3 80 2 82,3 09 i 




K*.::::::::::::: 


208 1 74 


2 41 2 31 3 B4 




86 


3 


4,357 


1,206 


224 1 90 


1 94 


3 03 




Grey 




116 
113 


9 


77 
83 





2.704 
3,786 


875 
1,010 


160 1 1 29 
216 1 1 80 


130 
1 89 


1 7B 


1 83194 

2 «' 2 62 


^^ 1 


Gronp 




3 


IIB 





8fl 


2 


3,210 


838 


181 1 1 57 


1 65 1 1 48 


3 35 2 25 


2 31 1 




11 

14 
U 
16 
12 
33 
14 




121 

125 
114 

1^ 

163 


9 

4 
7 
9 
9 


89 
92 
102 
90 
102 
103 
lOS 


6 

6 


7 

1 
2 


6,520 
6,918 
6,480 
5,131 
6,060 
5,872 
4,-274 
6,426 


1,497 
1.706 
1,820 
i;B57 
1,496 
2,041 


304 
329 

346 
378 
272 
288 


2 63 
2 70 

2 76 

3 43 
2 10 
2 24 
1 43 


2 67 
2 77 

2 99 

3 30 
187 
329 
1 61 


2 41 

2 76 

3 80 
350 

1 92 

2 37 
1 43 


3 40 3 64 3 40 ■ 
3 54 3 663 67 ■ 
3 36 3 6*13 47 I 
3 09:2 92 3 23 ■ 
2 65 2 62i2 67 I 
2 80 2 98 2 93 ■ 
2 11 2 49 2 18 1 


Orford ,.... 




5SS».::;;:::: 




Group 












1,547 1 293 


2 33 


2 32 


328 


3 033 063 08 " 

3 912 812 92 

3 46 2 93 3 39. 

3 01 2 91 3 92 1 

3 46 3 23'3 28 

3 63,3 63 3 92 

3 46 3 46,3 64 1 

3 66 3 40.3 67 i 

2 70'2 7613 81 J 

2 96|3 37|3 18 | 




11 
IS 
14 
IS 
28 
23 
26 
16 
13 
18 




81 
103 
13* 
132 
111 
117 
129 
120 
123 


9 

8 

fi 
8 
2 
2 


67 
81 
96 

107 
93 
90 

109 
98 
97 


4 

1 

i 

3 

6 


3.464 
6,201 
636*5 
6,359 
6;096 
6,907 
6,674 




3 41 
2 74 

2 32 

3 09 
220 
2 34 
2 75 


3 24 
335 
229 
2 64 
297 
2 83 

a 21 

1 84 


348 
2 71 
224 

2 75 

385 

3 19 
221 
2 67 


Wentworth 


1.440 
1.774 
1.826 
i;482 
1.625 
1,636 
L400 
1,465 


282 
289 
373 
338 

265 
317 


F^. ".:;::::::::;■ 






Prince Edward .... 
Group.- 


"168 
113 
123 
IIG 
102 
160 
140 
136 
103 
183 
IM 


T 
7 

6 
2 

2 

5 

7 


94 


7 


5,613 
4,5*5 
3,627 
3,170 
4,836 
2;863 
4,563 
4;472 
3,378 
S740 
2,199 
2,269 


1,547 


3 SS IS 35 3 23|3 47 ■ 


Lennox & Addiogton 


12 

M 

12 

20 
7 

6 
9 




71 
71 
80 

73 

94 
81 
76 
81 
99 


9 
3 
6 
4 


1,676 
1017 
1,192 
1,719 
1.000 
1,188 

s 

1,367 
698 
912 

1.220 


233 
142 

1B9 
214 
149 
221 
212 
165 
216 
142 
146 


1 35 
130 
1 84 
1 46 
1 38 
1 51 
131 
209 
78 
94 


1 72 
108 

1 67 
I 60 
1 40 
1 60 
1 IS 
1 72 
62 

76 

1 33 


3 23 3 19 2 50 a 82 I 
1 49 ,1 981 823 33 ■ 
1 49 2 23 2 37 3 38 ■ 


LeedB and Granville. 




1 43 
153 
149 
121 

86 

78 

1 43 


2 04.2 43|2 20 ■ 
2 43,3 31 2 40 ■ 


Glenj[«^y 




3 03*2 14 
2 83,2 49 
1 74 1 60 

1 47 1 46 

2 16 3 21 

^a06 

2 25197 

1 Bl|l 42 

2 70,2 60 

1 72:2 15 


3 77 n 

354 
1 83 
1 30 
2M 
3 01 
1 83 
1 22 
3 12 
2-66 

res 

1 87 




Renfrew 


G™°P 


VSS 






4 


3,480 


178 


Virtoria 

Peterborough 

Hastings 


20 
14 
4 
11 




141 
160 
236 


8 
7 


99 
46 
82 
89 


4 

7 
7 


4,33.6 
4124 
1,138 
3,985 
4,011 


1,050 
1.089 
349 
1,143 
1,067 


366 
924 

70 
223 
330 


188 
1 39 
030 


2 07 
1 18 

25 

1 64 
1 56 


097 
034 
204 

1 59 


Group 


13 


2 


143 


fi 




3 
3 
6 


5 


1M7 
188 
137 




2 


1,257 
1,406 


456 
321 
544 


66 
86 


046 
81 


37 
060 
46 


52 
62 


Parry Sound 


7 
I 


60 
60 






b 


4 


171 


1 


48 






446 




49 




040 


285 1 


ThePn)vineB..-|]88i 


15 


8 



121 

lis 


6 

1 


88 
84 


2 


4,623 
4|808 


1,335 
1,270 
1,340 


361 
239 


2 07 






202 


Blo' 














^ 




■ 


■ 


^M 


■ 




■ 






^M 


^M 


^M 




^^M 


^^^^H 



VALUES— MARKET PRIOBS. 



tALL WhB4T ; 

August 

September . 
October .... 
November . . 
December . . 

Average . . 

•Spkikg Whiat : 

per bush. 

July.... 

Septembe 



i&ARLKT ; 

per bunh. 

July 

AlJRUBt 

■September , 

Ootuber 

November . . , 
December , . . 

Average... 

^OATa ; pet bush. 

July 

August 

^jeptember , . . 

Ootobec 

November 

December 

Ktk ; per buah, 
July 

September ... 



■Pkask : pet buah. 

July 

August 

September . 
October .... 
November , . 



!06.0 110.: 
105.0 110.{ 
105. 0100.1 

97.61 99.' 

-1- 



97,3 B9.9 91, 



.sliio.oui.i 

.4 113.S113.1 
.0102.61 96.: 

101.8 104. 4 '101.0 t 



109. » 11 
111.2 IS 

100.9 11 



0.5 87,1 
0.91106.1 
8.0 111.! 



Ill 2 109, 

116,6|104. 
100,8101.0 



91,0 ( 
93.2 < 
108,0 11 
109.811 



i 71.9! mA 
0! 67.6 63,6 
,1' 59,7 68,6 



U^,a| 84.2 
62,5 65.0 
60,4 B8.P 

68.5' 64.1 



I B7.2 . 
I 66.5 4 
) 65.6 . 



I 36,0 33,a 

I 36.7. W.O 

I 37.81 M.6 

I 35.7' 3"' 



> 67.9 ( 
I 74.0 7 
■ 72,5 5 



67.6 56,0 76.11 



I 63.8 



VALUES—MARKET PRICES.— ConiiniMd. 
TABLE No. VII.— Showing the kvenge priow of Agricultural Product*, etc.— ContiiHurf. 

















1 
















. Ftoducta. 


1 


1 


■ 


1 


i 


- 1 


1 


4 
1 




1 


~ 


j 


Province. 

B8S.I1S87. 
















^ 




b 




to 


— - 


. 














1 
























ct>. 


eta. 












CbB. 


cts. 






Oetobra 


HI f 
























HI 5 


27.8 




M r. 












•fH 1 










































26.2 


SO.l 


Average 


39,6 




18.4 






31.3; .... 


28. U 


35.0 




28.8 






29.3 


28.7 
































































4»<: 


.'Hlf 










47. t 


KH a 














NoTomber 












43.5' .... 
















46.S 




49.0 


47 .& 








4M.0 


56.0 










48.2 


47.8 


AvoT^to 


48.8 


51.0 








44.4I .... 


48.0 


60.0 










49.3 


46.0 


B«M^i™.h.. 


H?.l> 


S6.0 


m 






1 


onn 


BfiO 












































153. b 


95.0118.8 


r: 


~ 


162.5' .... 


102.1 


bi.U 
66.0 


5 


— 


3 


r^ 


116, f 


98.3 


Arentge 


168.0 


ns.o 


U9.S 


67.0 














1 




















W)< 


3().5 


■AH (1 


w : 






;mi,i 


4li V 


41 ,,'1 


26. f| 28.4 


34 ! 




63.2 


Norembei 


mi 


37.51 ■-■- 


Til V 


■JH.H 


42.7, afi.t 


;«.! 


41.0 






29.7i 32.! 


31. f 


61.5 




30.a 


Xt.S. 3.').0 


-ji.u 




36. «| 26.0 


2..,U 


44.1 




3t).5 




31.^ 


3..» 


63.7 


ATsrajte 


80.4 


3a. 


35.5 


23.7 


28.-1 


40.0' 26.6 


27.9 


44.1 


39.0 


26.0 


28.7 


82.6 


31.7 


62.8 


tltu(nB,p.biuh. : 












1 


















Ootobor 
















86 ! 








Bh.i 


24 h 


26.1 














25.9 


■rf 1 










3(H 






D»o«nbBr 












8a..3| .... 




28.3 










27.2 


32.4 


Areraga 


... 










28. « ... 


22 5 


34.6 








28.8 


26.8 


28.0 






































.17 1 








HH ? 
















•ffl( 


29.6 






S7 ! 






11. » 






•n h 










16.' 










■si.t 
























21.0 


29.7 


Aventga 




37.0 






9.0 


28.4 


....■ 23.U 


3ti.7 








IS.O 


20.8 


29.6 






1 




























^^O' 








IH ( 




VA t 


IH.I 










201 


28.6 




lit 


■fl) 




I'l 1 




IN 1 


HM 


■n f 


V\ 1 


1!) 1, 


17 1 












































•en 


m 




III 1 


lil.l 


17 1 




im 


2:^ f 








W- 


21.7 










I'M 


21 ( 


17. ( 






23 1 






•a : 








2U. 


w. 










10. u 


24.0 








2U.4 


20.2 


AnrMp,--- 


10. 


20. 


10. S 


19.0 


31.5 


17-g1 19.0 


lll.O 


31,6 


19.0 


17.6 




21.8 


20.4 


22.1 


■jiC^.:... 










8 e.j • c 






« '^ 


« '' 








tr 


IStt. 

1-i 7 


13 ft>| . . . . 

14 25... 






10 5(1 

11 3R 


v.- 60 


10 Of 


8 76 20 5t 


14 84 
16 6. 




1^:.:: . . 


11 riO 13 20 IB 88 12 W.IO 11! 


10 64 


OolotKT 


















15 40 14 50.- . 


lu 00 in fia'iii .wliB i>7,i;4 w lu a3 


14 7r 


14 or 


11 W 21 r)6;i7 7 


,12 49 






111 3.1 11! 15 111 OO.tIi 20 13 T-l Iti 3< 


M-.n 


13 6 


12 60 22 29 18 2 






Ifl 0815 03!.... 






















Ave»Re 


15 6314 421.... 


14 2B 1* 4M 


n.9 


14 « 


12 37 


14 28 


13 53 


117 


10 84 


20 5 


16 7 


U 62 



VALUES— FALL WHEAT. 

TABLli: No. VIII.— Showing by Count; Munlcipalitiea uid groups of Coontiea the mukeUble vbIm of 
Fall Wheat in Ontuio in the furs 1S8T and IHSB, with the fearly avenge for the seveii jetn ISBi-t; 
also the average value of produce per acre under crop, and the percent, per ratio of tbis avenu^ in 
1888 to that of the aeven yuan 1882-8. 





1888. 


188T. 


Yearly average for the 
seven years 1882-8. 


Per 


Countiei. 


Value. 


Value 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


Value. 


Value 


cent. 




686,719 
1.317,862 
78^010 
628,316 
868,130 
374,730 


S c. 

22 84 
20 89 
18 03 
16 87 

11 28 

12 30 


461.082 
761,272 
612,912 
362.172 
408.374 
274,840 


12 69 

lis 

12 34 
12 03 


t 
583,601 
1,083,856 
781,228 
638,308 
475,319 
3!B,001 


S c 

18 17 
17 76 
17 46 
16 91 
14 36 
14 03 




Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk 

Haldiirand. . ,. 
WeUand 


118 
103 
lOO 

78 
88 


Total. 


8,866,356 


17 64 


2,780,062 

492,612 
743,773 

614.706 


— 13-88- 

10 76 
1134 


3,774,314 


16 til 

17 15' ■ 
17 73 
17 67 


106 


Lambton 


M3.62e 

676,121 
H336.442 


18 43 

16 90 

17 20 


596,691 

1,233.129 

880,415 


lOT 


Bruce 


98 


TotaU 


17 43 


1,751,091 


1167 


2,710,235 


17 5o 






451,491 
1.013,801 


19 16 

20 48 


384.766 
691,181 


' 13 93 
13 66 


520,531 
1,037,989 


18 67 

19 19 
19 01 




sZo*::::::;::::;::::: 


107 


Totals 


1,466,392 


20 06 


976,937 


13 66 


1,558,520 


106 


MiddleMi 

Oxford 


705,663 
327.040 
641,786 

337,402 
632,389 
117,866 


16 79 
18 12 
12 80 

16 08 

17 41 
17 61 
15 87 


903,162 
582,363 
841,649 
497,667 
338,660 
622,623 
103,870 
3,289,883 


14 85 

11 71 

10 30 

12 98 

12 86 

11 02 

13 37 
—18-66- 

12 09 
16 33 

12 77 

13 69 

14 69 
14 31 
13 62 
13 99 


1,331,668 
G9H,6it0 
502,907 
S26.122 
605,168 
746.076 
199.579 


17 79 
17 63 

16 28 

17 81 
IS 00 
IB 49 
17 47 


103 


Wn^n::::::;:::;:: 


: 


Waterloo 


96 






Total. 


3,921.111 




4,810,210 


17 7? 


9( 




164.402 
362,001 
188:326 
306,248 
537,556 
109,791 

71,331 
273,416 

31,748 


9 22 
10 96 
16 36 
20 28 
23 45 
22 63 
22 04 
18 94 


373,163 
406,043 
346,460 
310.970 

467,001 
99,892 
46,016 
■ 133,196 
13,892 


347,136 
621,927 
374,681 
513,004 
750.081 
209,836 

64,190 
200,727 

31,404 


15 74 

16 39 
16 80 

18 98 

19 68 

20 56 
19 38 
19 64 
14 79 












Peel 

York 

Ontario 

Durham 

Prince Edward 


81 
103 
U4 

iir 

116 
138 


Total. 


1,926,419 


14 69 


2,094,122 


13 67 


3,013.885 


18 03 




Lennox and Addington. . 


22,327 
13,063 

60,766 

IS 
'■S 

3,648 

6,7ea 

3,743 
33,363 


13 83 
17 61 

20 28 
24 37 
28 46 
38 16 

16 36 

21 60 
19 66 

17 02 
21 81 


10,930 
10.142 
81.675 
1.869 

6,369 

762 
11,329 
3,561 
24,167 


8 51 
10 63 
10 94 

12 54 

12 54 

10 97 

11 77 
10 58 

13 80 

12 49 


31,146 
32,802 
91,377 
21,636 
12,770 
10,498 

3.916 
23,922 

18,415 
56,891 


15 57 
17 33 
17 10 
17 63 
17 08 

16 60 
11 80 

17 26 
14 37 

17 34 

18 15 
16"85 


S9 


Leod.andGrenville..... 


119 


Stormont 


is; 












1S7 






T.niiark 


m 


IWal. 


166,046 


19 29 

-33-66- 

20 17 

19 87 

20 17 


103,072 


1 34 ■ 


304,381 


114 


Victoria 


143,290 

196,947 

8.517 

146,868 


105,325 

119.674 

1,768 

90.664 


3 74 

4 32 
14 90 
11 67 


166,034 

191.591 

1.577 

143,117 


18 30 

19 21 
■ 15 61 

17 66 








HaatiDR. 


115 


Totals 


490.612 


21 06 


317,411 


13 24 


601.319 


18 40 

15 "67 

16 60 

19 73 


114 




1.8S1 


17 10- 


894 
360 
8.617 


14 90 
13 33 

19 99 


1.003 

581 
7.634 








Algoma 


11.667 


14 79 


75 




13,648 




0,871 




9,218 


18 97 










14.162,726 


17 14 


11,321.439 


12 61 


16,682,082 


17 60 
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■ VALUES-SPRING WHEAT. 1 

TABLE No. IX.-ShoivinB by County MunioipalitiM nod group of Countii^ the marketuble value of J 
Spring Wheat in Ontario in the yean 1887 Bud 1888, with tbe reul; average for the Bevea ;eua J 
1882-8 i also the average vfJne of produce per acre under orop, and Ihe par cant, ratio of this average in ■ 
1888 to that of the aevea yean 1882-8. ■ 


Counties, 


1888. 


- 


Yearly average for the 
sev^yea,?1882-8. 


kPer . 1 

cent. 1 
ratio. 1 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


&■•:::::::.::.;;::■ 


9 
11,403 
37.471 

e.452 

5.852 
34.501 

4,181 


f7.-i 
18 17 
17 18 
14 50 
17 77 
14 60 


13,824 

33.060 
S,465 
6,416 

21,283 
7:234 


8 c. 

10 oa 

936 
7 80 
6 93 
706 
(i 86 
823 


C 

21,761 
36,761 
23,603 
10,712 
35.B46 
19,856 


S c. 

13 30 
13 32 
12 41 
12 09 
12 25 
11 85 


134 1 
136 

13ft 
120 
145 
123 

31; 1 

129 
122 
130 


SaT"o]k'..y.'.V.'.'.'..'.'.'.'.'. 

Wallind 

Total. 

fcr.:::-::::;:::: 

Bruce 

Totals 


101,840 


. 17 49 


89,261 


148,241 


12 60 
12 21 

11 63 

12 07 


26,846 
23,576 

117.011 


15 69 
14 00 

16 69 


30,976 
56,862 
94,2ft5 


5 87 
7 33 


83,682 
225.149 
in,312 


172,432 
362".473 
479.134 


16 38 


181,093 




480,143 


11 83 


130 


Grey 

Sim'ooe 


16 09 
16 98 


241.393 
27».T43 


5§1 


486,216 


12 89 

13 75 


125 
123 


Tot»bi 


831,607 


16 59 


621.136 




1,050,917 


13 28 


126 


Uiddlem 

Oxford 


19.036 
22,862 
598 
21,784 
114,843 
6,971 
296,319 


14 40 

16 29 
12 71 
11 62 

16 09 
19 86 

17 18 


44,737 
4&,300 
4,310 
3a.lH0 
9S,417 
17,704 
17H,957 


Vi 

6 11 
9 43 


156,083 
143,318 

16.323 
175,467 
275.045 

73.791 
366,154 


12 30 

13 55 

11 52 
13 69 
13 72 

12 86 

13 03 


117 

113 1 








Ihiffwin 


482,411 
16.258 
13.567 
44,201 
in,299 
423,033 
823,569 
402,103 
212,0U2 
52,073 


16 37 


419,605 


7 06 


1,104,181 


12 SO 




18 37 

15 99 

20 26 

21 75 

22 34 
21 75 
13 26 
13 70 

16 09 


8,287 
15.304 

19,701 
84.933 
199,788 
43!i,22T 
285,610 
191.915 
62.299 


6 66 
728 

7 46 

8 68 

8 46 
10 33 

9 81 
8 63 

10 92 


28,902 
33.730 
.46,496 
193,936 
413,605 
751,151 
587,025 
372,805 
84,850 


12 79 

13 46 
15 33 
15 73 

15 95 

16 35 
12 99 
12 30 


143 

125 

151 

142 

142 

136 

125 

106 , 

193 J 














Prince Edward 


Totals 

LennoiandAddington.. 


2,188,094 
33,638 
126,627 
182,851 
93,139 
99,443 
137,839 
159,366 
60.917 
374,219 
309,278 
214,380 
1.791,686 


19 79 

16 89 

17 87 
23 63 
21 85 

18 07 

19 96 
19 56 
21 65 

14 30 

15 69 


1,307,064 


938 


3,511,600 


14 93 


1 

96 ■ 
112 I 

m 1 

187 1 

130 ' 

121 1 

136 

128 1 

139 J 

9.! 1 
1S9 
86 


69,391 
126,S94 
71.957 
69,960 
109,128 
94,223 
4S,038 
256,169 
212,760 
138,779 


9 62 
. 906 
906 
13 00 
13 26 

12 79 
1106 
11 57 

13 31 
9 64 
9 58 


85,146 
122,287 
200.074 

81,797 

76,670 
118,461 
119,173 

63.031 
338.003 
360,432 
203,180 


14 14 
14 81 
17 24 
16 78 
14 93 

14 64 

15 S« 
15 61 
14 83 

—4-95- 
13" 85 
12 27 
11 46 
14 06 


Leeds and Granville 


BtormoDt 

Glengarry 








TotalB 


17 81 


1,347,449 


10 93 


1,767,746 


247,950 
18,478 
113,453 


15 79 

11 82 
15 89 

12 11 


21Q.814 
20t,317 
13,787 
107,213 


B93 
8 81 
10 34 
8 33 


450,601 
314,405 
14,824 
327,828 




Haatings 

Totals 


736,400 
12,512 
6,467 
84.939 

103,908 


13 61 




8 78 


1,007,656 






Mnlkokft 


14 50 
11 72 
18 37 


12,289 
lB,6ai 
69,142 


9 21 
11 83 
16 18 


19.033 
23,038 
116,329 


13 60 
15 00 
18 41 


107 
78 
102 


Algoma 

Totals 

The Province 


17 66 


92,092 


14 15 


159,280 


17 09 


103 


6,408,384 


17 42 


4,393,831 


.06 


8,229,566 


13 97 


12.5 
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VALUES— BARLEY. 

^ABLE No. X.— Showing by County Municipalities and groups of Clounties the marketable value of 
Barley in Ontario in the vears 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the seven years 1882-8 ; also 
the average value of produce per acre under crop, and tne per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that 
of the seven years 1882^. 



Counties. 



Essex 

Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk . . . . 
Haldimand. 
Welland . . , 

Totals.. 

Lambton . 

Huron 

Bruce 

Totals.. 

Orey 

Simcoe . . . 



1888. 



Value. 



Totals. 

Middlesex . 
Oxford . . . 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 
Waterloo . 
Xhifferin ... 



Totals 

Xiincoln 

Wentworth . . . 

Halton , 

Peel 

York 

Ontario 

Durham 

If orthumberland , 
Prince Edward . 

Totals 



Lennox and Addington 

Frontenac 

Leeds and Grenville . . . 

Dundas 

8tormont 

Glengarry 

Prescott ........ 

Kussell 

Carleton 

Renfrew 

Lanark 

Totals 



Victoria 

Peterborough 
Haliburton . , 
Hastings 

Totals.... 

Muskoka 

Parry Sound . . 
Algoma 

Totals.... 



The Province 



$ 

74,539 
163,360 

90,687 
120,218 
246,022 

52,594 



747,420 



316,418 
542,151 
359,097 



1,217,666 



283,482 
558,945 



842,427 



310,974 
386,728 
433,095 
350,965 
770,954 
412,169 
239,307 



2,904,192 



85,289 
325,581 
297,648 
767,587 

1,386,665 
959,137 
913,795 
549,959 

_ 512, 645 

5,798,306" 



371,920 

218,441 

168,855 

115,679 

33,471 

37,618 

83,965 

21,083 

178,807 

20,668 

54,559 



1,305,066 



595,176 

185,966 

3.334 

423,372 



1,207,848 



5,829 

4,313 

10,241 



20,383 



14,043,308 



Value 
per acre. 




18 49 



21 16 
17 13 
15 45 



17 43 



13 34 
13 34 



13 34 



19 47 

20 19 

16 95 
20 19 

17 49 
19 59 
15 81 



18 34 



17 55 
20 79 

18 21 
16 53 

19 17 
18 51 
14 84 

10 84 

11 42 



15 79 



10 04 

11 18 

15 63 
20 55 

16 83 
14 24 
20 19 

12 02 
18 87 
10 10 
14 12 



13 19 



15 15 
12 26 
12 92 
10 22 



^2 56^ 

12 98 

9 32 

18 03 



13 77 



15 68 



1887. 



Value. 



$ 

39,125 
80,151 
49,699 
69,932 
129,021 
39,956 



176,850 
235,789 
271,657 
221,583 
476,696 
221,755 
180,672 



1,785,002 



35,657 
167,625 
188,212 
505,393 
877,741 
576,502 
677,318 
551,471 
387,849 



3,967,768 



420,463 

134,952 

125,523 

67,034 

27,439 

26,094 

48,917 

23,837 

134,834 

19,312 

35,065 



1,063,470 



444,477 

145,653 

3,232 

327,305 



^0,667 

7,407 

5,730 

__ 7,366 

20,503" 



Value 
per acre. 



407,884 


11 41 


174,347 
393,849 
240,297 


12 54 
14 08 
12 61 


808,493 


13 27 


291,617 
450,044 


12 29 

13 12 


741,661 


12 78 



$ c. 

16 26 
13 49 
11 82 
10 97 
9 79 
10 99 



9,715,448 



12 74 

13 72 

12 70 

14 08 

13 43 

14 38 
13 75 



13 49 



10 06 

12 30 
14 15 

13 40 

14 07 
14 38 
13 19 

11 14 
10 03 



12 79 

11 49 

10 08 

12 97 
14 18 
14 93 

11 52 
14 69 

13 23 
16 58 

10 05 

11 47 



12 26 

13 04 

10 33 

11 34 
9 80 



11 25^ 

12 58 
10 91 
17 01 



13 25 



12 66 



Yearly average for 
seven years 1882-8. 



Value. 



$ 

40,294 
97,150 
70,112 
93,901 
193,378 
53,825 



548,660 



221,781 
427,020 
289,381 



938,182 



337,967 
443,858 



781,825 



232,892 
296,569 
278,465 
300,196 
560,429 
279,592 
170,073 



2,118,216 



63,263 
206,980 
209,881 
545,652 
946,822 
631,711 
727,789 
596,237 
472,884 



4,401,219 



515,420 

250,368 

162,737 

123,419 

38,345 

28,758 

40,178 

18,971 

128,283 

18,2a5 

40,434 



1,365,118 



438,431 

191,793 

3,798 

535,075 



1,169,097 



6,689 
8,659 
8,612 



23,960 



11,346,277 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 
15 89 
15 86 
15 91 
15 28 
13 25 
13 68 



14 53 


127 


15 32 

16 09 
15 16 


138 
106 
102 


15 61 


112 


14 20 
14 73 


94 
91 


14 49 


92 



15 62 
17 58 

15 73 
17 04 

16 03 

17 58 
14 62 



16 35 



14 93 
16 64 
16 20 

15 99 

16 78 
16 58 
15 56 
12 98 
11 56 



15 08 



12 64 

13 64 

14 70 
17 85 
16 ^ 
13 31 

15 66 
13'56 

16 76 
13 42 
15 05 



14 03 



14 40 
13 87 
13 66 
13 19 



13 74 



12 32 
12 85 
15 27 



13 45 



14 98 



Per 

cent. 

ratio 



lis 

118 
126 
117 
139 
132 



125 
115 
10« 
lit 
109 
111 

m_ 

112 



118 

125 

112 

103 

114 

112 

95 

80 

99 



105 



79 

82 - 
106 'i 
115 i 
103 i 
107 
129 

89 
113 

76 

94 



_9£ 

105 
88 
96 

77 



91 



105 

73 

118 



102 



105 



















VALUES— OATS. 

, No. Xl.-Showing by County MnniDi politics ftnd groups of Counties the marketable value of 
1 in OnUKo in the yr«n 1887 >nil 1888, with the yearly iverage foe the seven years 1883-8 ; also th» 
BS« valoe of prodnra Jiar «rB under crop, anJ the per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that of 
•even yeari 1882-B- 


Counties. 


,m 


1887. 


Ito^'V™ 


rage for 
1882-8. 


Per 


Value. 


Value 
per tore. 


Value. 


Value 


Value. 


Value 


»«. 




8 

(!5»,027 
618,958 
(KW,aS4 
484:538 
471,98! 
345,375 

3.199.&G3 
823,683 

1,399,SS9 

^92s;9aa 

3.147,354 


$ c 

IS 91 

17 78 

18 67 
15 07 
17 e« 


• 

449,039 
432.900 
368,646 

199,904 
192,478 
1.849,896 
436,588 
933,789 
634.041 


« c. 

13 84 
12 61 
11 12 

7 36 

8 78 

9 10_ 
10 73 


S 
419,590 
478,561 
460,353 
826,552 
280,978 
238.715 
2,i9"4,749 


S 0. 

14 66 
14 BO 
14 41 

12 36 

13 79 






119 




122 








17 48 

18 14 
16 18 
12 64 
11 93 


13 70 


— 128" 






10 75 
12 Bl 
10 28 


626,441 

1,013,352 

701,239 

-2:246,0^^ 


13 80 
13 70 
13 23 






111 
103 


b 


2.003,318 


1136 


13 23 


113 




1.839,276 

913.098 


11 46 

12 23 


900.335 

661.194 

-1>5I:B29" 

813,115 
587,146 
173,878 
737.697 

m,m 

413.061 

367,884 


9 91 

9 88 


974.608 
745.030 


1169 
12 20 


98 








S, 153,273 
X479.PK- 

1,018,799 
29UJ90 

1,214.182 

l,SW,18i 
655.850 
527,534 

6,462,278 


1178 




1,719,537 


11 91 








17 33 
16 85 

15 67 

18 31 
14 86 

16 00 
16 11 


10 68 

930 
348 

74 

1 3B 
120 


733.543 
241,664 
811,518 
893.266 
477,083 
362.419 


H33 
14 36 
13 59 
16 08 

13 29 

14 00 

15 71 
^iTor 


131 










b 


m 

119 


16 47 


3,898,112 




4.509.964 


117 




308.631 
540,346 
324.222 
660.601 
1,367,335 
989,461 
535.263 
337,U4 
148.330 


17 05 
17 66 

16 51 

16 84 

17 93 
17 21 
14 S3 

10 21 

11 50 


147,663 

257.736 
200,628 
309,089 
768,671 
553,789 
332,919 
250,282 
94,083 


8 00 1 223,195 


12 74 

14 04 

15 40 

13 79 

14 87 
14 01 
13 27 
10 81 

9 91 


134 




10 71 

10 70 

11 48 
11 35 
10 (H 

754 
6 84 


243.037 
383,414 

901,959 
659,694 
435.708 
315,413 
133.165 
3,689,833 




: 


115 
121 


biriKd 


107 
116 


6,001.163 
191.005 
293,320 
954,637 
633,649 
861,434 
356.438 
368.672 
217,434 
929.707 
398.301 
386.084 


15 83 

8 51 

9 72 

13 IC 

16 08 

14 64 
11 34 
13 8o 
11 91 
13 !3 

8 59 

9 48 


2,904.740 


10 02 




118 


to^^r^ 


196,447 
190,668 
622,128 
391,281 
274,063 
316,112 
307,062 
194.398 
678,169 
330.248 
334,208 


5!i 

9 42 

9 80 
11 36 
30 38 
11 13 

10 09 

11 13 
780 
8 23 


223,813 
279,206 
762,286 
390,343 
315,387 
359.716 
292,760 
208,366 
760.910 
436.028 
406.002 


10 32 

10 51 

11 88 
13 61 

12 97 

12 03 
11 48 
11 66 

13 07 
11 15 
11 41 


82 

92 
111 
























77 


a 




4,980,674 


11 95 


3.734,361 


9 47 


4,423,806 


11 93 






687,382 
331,686 
50,209 
382,687 


12 61 
10 00 

8 91 


426.824 

262,100 

39,043 

315,791 

1,044,368 


■ 10-86 
8 43 
804 

7 43 

8 73 


446,186 
323,961 

46.688 

427.948 

1,242,772 


12 00 
11 28 

953 
10 45 


104 














1,831.764 
100,996 
56,885 
90.250 
248,130 
28,514.099 


10 44 


11 14 


94 


996 

10 61 
16 20 

11 78 


83,994 
45,572 
71.163 


11 07 
14 27 


87.216 
49,939 
64.001 


10 51 

11 36 

18 70 


95 
93 

118 


300,729 


10 89 


191.176 




103 


14 33 


17,247,443 


10 25 


20.211.869 


13 88 









VALUBS— RYE. 



1 uoanty Manicipalitiei and groups oi Counties the marketMue Twne of 
alio ID the yaui 1887 and 1888, with the j^eu-f; average for the leveo yean 1882-8; alu 
value of produce per acce under crop, and the per cent, ratio of this average in 1887 to tlut 





188S. 


1887. 


Yearly ayerafra for 
seven years IB82-8. 


Per 




Value. 


Value 

per acre. 


Value. 


Value 

per acre. 


Value. 


Value 

per acre. 


raSo. 




• 
12,042 
11,1B9 
25,473 
86,066 
5,126 
61689 


t Q. 

14 39 
13 73 
18 00 
9 67 
9 27 
10 36 


« 

6,17t 
8,648 
7,798 
88,827 
i:i57 
3.683 


S 0. 

■ 9 36 

8 13 
7 56 
6 37 

6 19 

7 04 


9 

9,672 
7,581 
13,464 
63,771 
9,384 
6,766 


12 16 

12 21 
10 62 
8 70 
10 63 
10 11 


lis . 






Elgin 


US . 


Haldimand 

Welland 


m 


Totals 


W5,544 


10 63 


66,084 


6 19 


110,517 


966 


111 




3,329 
2.131 


" 10 54 
903 
16 06 


408 
1,964 
2,684 


9 01 

7 76 


2,067 
2,876 
M32 


964 
10 61 
10 54 


m 

86 ' 


Bruce 


143 


Totals 


12,323 


12 23 


5,056 


8 17 


9,064 


118 


is;.::::::-::::::::::.::::. 


fi,0«3 
23,743 


9 63 


4,537 

11,140 


»65 


6,848 
35,655 


1131 


Si < 


Totals 


28,803 


10 10 


15,(!77 




4,766 
10,644 
8,673 
1,969 
9,188 
5,848 
9,043 


11 24 


!S 

Ul 
1C3 


Middlesex.; 


17,391 
406 

11,845 
5,671 
5,SSS 


1126 
10 41 
10 90 
8 03 
12 64 
12 04 
18 06 


3.840 
4,258 
6.382 
2,060 
6,071 
2.964 
4,768 
29,323 


6 34 
6 60 

4 96 

8 66 

6 93 

"6-82- 


10 34 
9 11 
9 13 
8 67 

H 00 

11 08 


Brant 






Dufierin 


Totale 


64,630 
1,343 
12,720 
4,456 
11.667 
16,464 
20,966 
36,587 
76,355 
69,754 


n 58 


50.031 


10 01 




939 
1138 

9 81 
13 04 

'?i 

8 07 


4,560 
i:859 
731 
4,907 
11,317 
21,335 
49,911 
36,686 


6 92 

7 59 

8 04 
7 76 
6 98 
6 53 
5 87 


4,363 
10,350 

5,179 
18,164 
17,961 
32,163 
47.501 
93.851 
74,f«8 


9 70 
10 S6 
10 46 
12 76 
9 96 
10 98 
928 
836 
8 19 


W 
lOS 
H 
H 
117 
IM 
ID! 

-1- 

■ 7S 
68' 

9i 

8} 
110 
141 

» 

TS 
_J1_ 

9fi 
H 




Halton 




Ontario 




Prince Edward 


TotalB 


248,311 


«;» 


131,746 
20,201" 
6,185 
11,033 
4,116 
1,882 


6 98 
703 
6 09 
6 21 

10 39 


3W,300 

— 47r4n~ 

39,334 
76,969 
31,057 
6,661 
650 
3,225 
2,916 
70,277 
77,669 
69.285 


9 04 


XennoK and Addingtoo 


23,577 
23:767 
14,004 
0,449 
21889 

2,104 

217 

33,838 

38,366 ■ 

16,380 

^!7743- 


1% 

8 01 

12 04 
900 

12 16 
18 06 
10 17 
8 91 
7 32 


899 

10 32 
1106 
14 02 
13 03 

11 02 
1106 

12 57 
10 87 
1168 
1188 










ProBOOtt 


338 

26,515 

32,670 

9,133 

113,421 


6 56 
14 S3 

7 99 

6 78 

7 13 
" 7 01 






Lanark 


Totals 


8 57 


404.234 


1104 




13,317 
19,343 

1,12* 
75,895 


9 33 

9 21 
8 01 


3,614 
13,441 

1,696 
59,959 


990 
6 30 
6 19 
6 36 
6 37 


11,828 
31,453 
3,683 
187,351 
183,313 


10 20 

937 

-949- 








Totals 


108,679 


8 56 

9 03 
9 63 


78,610 




2,636 
1,355 
4.546 


2,087 
408 
1,557 


842 

7 42 
8.42 

8 30 


1,652 
11,185 


1187 
12 84 
995 








Algoma 


^'1, 




8,536 


9 49 


4.0.i2 


11 91 










779,772 


9 27 


443,989 


6 48 


1,103,947 


9 97 


•>! 




i 
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VALUES— PEASE. 

TABLE No. XIII.— Showing by County Municipalities and groups of Counties the marketable value of 
Peaae in Ontario in the years 1887 and 1888, with the yeaily average for the seven years 1882-8 ; also 
the average value of produce per acre under cn>p, and the i>er cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that 
of tiie seven years 1882-8. 



Oonnties. 



Essex 

Kent 

Elgin 

NoHolk .... 
Haldimand. 
Welland . . . 

Totals.. 

Lambton .. 

Huron 

Bmoe 

Totals.. 

Grey 

Simooe .... 

Totals.. 

Ifiddleeex., 
Oxford .... 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 
Waterloo . 
Dofferin ... 



TotaU 

Idnooln 

Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York 

Ontario 

2)iirham 

Northumberland 

Prince £dward 

Totals 

Lennox and Addington 

Frmtenac 

Leeda and Grenville . . . 

Dnndas 

Stormont 

Glengarry . . 

.PlfeM»tt 

Rnseell 

Carleton 

Ben£rei» 



4iotals.... 

t^ctoria 

Peterborough 
Halibnrton .. 
JBantiDgB . . . . 

Totals..., 

Hiukoka .. 
Vmrrj Sound , 
Algoma 

Totals... 



The Province 



1888. 



Valfie. 



$ 

59,985 
214,121 
242,520 
282,338 
236,923 

(>3,911 



Value 
l)eracre. 



1,099,798 



190,535 

548,606 

_543,570 

J,282,7lV 

564,330 
371,469 



8 c. 

15 37 

14 Oi\ 

16 36 

15 96 

16 42 
J.4_52^ 

15 60 



935,799 



463,404 
337,482 
139,753 
480,446 
610,817 
287,166 
178,006 



16 09 
15 24 
13 54 



11 25 
11 25 



M97,074 

73,l'25" 
205,136 
169,410 
241,540 
531,837 
410,370 
220,357 
129,821 
162,922 



2,144,518 



62,967 
86,919 
69,977 
23,441 
35,790 
.'50,696 
72,077 
19,851 
13<),336 
198,343 
93,216 



16 15 
18 38 
15 63 

17 72 
15 43 
17 53 
13 67 



16 42 



14 58 
16 48 

15 83 

15 24 

16 61 
14 19 
10 66 

6 21 
9 16 



13 05 



849,613 



159,265 
94,(>65 
13,478 

JL25,470 

33",428 
21,674 
74,997 



130,099 



9,332,490 



7 65 
9 55 

10 99 
14 72 
16 35 

11 38 

14 85 

10 40 

11 25 
10 40 

8 44 

10'50' 

10"40 

6 67 

9 16 

7 00_ 

8 63_ 

"12 16 

15 55 

16 35 

14 9b" 



1887. 



Value. 



$ 

46,271 
146,854 
111,830 
107,589 

87,376 
_4^2j052^ 

541,972 



Value 
per acre. 



Yearly average for 
seven years 1882-8. 



Value. 



94,553 
450,956 
493,611 



14 58 I 1,039,120 

527,310 
316,573 



11 25 I 843,883 



260,748 
184,729 
53,202 
299,520 
481,472 
136,081 
140,626 



1,556,378 



36,247 
98,020 
76,284 
123,857 
319,131 
296,444 
215,410 
135,707 
141,298 



1,442,398 



61,791 

68,308 

57,785 

19,688 

24,498 

60,801 

69,160 

33, 157 

150,785 

179,364 

102,837 

828,169' 



180,060 

115,974 

18,185 

123,328 



13 40 



437,547 

30,192 

17,105 

_ 68^128 

115,425" 



6,804,892 



$ c. 

8 30 

9 01 
6 26 

5 33 

6 19 

■ 6 82 



T 



6 91 
12 42 
12 57 



$ 

45,643 
121,167 
140,842 
173,002 
153,346 

42,776 

676,776 



11 64 



108,652 
434,360 
521,649 



1,064,661 



11 39 

9 87 



596,088 
410,656 



10 77 i 1,006,744 



9 55 

9 71 

5 26 

12 35 

11 80 

8 65 

11 85 



261,301 
208,418 
105,401 
327,791 
527,530 
198,682 
146,788 



J0_44_ , 1,775 ,911 

6 33 : 

7 88 i 
6 50 ' 

8 27 ■ 



10 76 
9 39 
8 88 

5 80 

6 15 



8 16 



52,417 
132,233 
139,374 
172,223 
382,166 
345,919 
268,388 
205,463 
118,424 



1,816,607 



6 73 
6 43 
9 25 

11 18 
9 92 

12 30 
9 75 

10 51 

11 79 
8 83 
8 75 



97,443 

126,835 

77,617 

24,710 

36,273 

71,597 

97,057 

49,498 

174,824 

250,242 

150,357 



9 17 


9 88 


7 27 


10 48 


6 24 



_1,156^£ 

197,528 

171,109 

18,063 

185,773 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 

11 83 

12 27 

11 87 

12 16 
11 85 
10 77 



Per 

cent, 
ratio. 



7 86 



10 72 
14 16 
17 47 



572,473 



14 .57 



9 36 



33,650 
17,697 
56,205 



107,552 



8,177,177 



130 
116 
138 
131 
139 
136 



11 93 


131 


12 09 
14 11 
14 32 


133 

108 

96 


13 97 


104 


13 30 
13 29 


85 
86 


13 30 


85 



12 62 
14 14 

12 18 
14 87 
14 37 
14 36 

13 01 



129 
130 
128 
119 
107 
122 
105 



13 86 



11 66 
13 01 
13 61 

13 12 

14 08 
13 18 

12 41 
10 12 

9 89 



118 



12 50 104 



11 23 

11 30 

12 18 
14 11 

13 11 

11 59 
10 18 

12 49 

13 19 

12 19 

13 28 



126 

127 

116 

116 

118 

108 

86 

61 

93 



12 11 



12 41 
11 41 
11 76 
10 35 



11 36 

12 69 

13 68 
16 29 



68 

86 

90 

104 

126 

98 

146 

83 

86 

85 

(U 



87 



84 
68 
78 
68 



71 



96 
114 
100 



14 64 



12 87 



102 



104 



VALUES— WHEAT TO PEASE. 

I kdd gronpt of CDUntieB the ««regate muket- 
a OnUrio in the years 1887 »ud 1S88, with the 

! also the nverage value of produna per acre under crop, mi 

i to that of the eeven years 1B82-8. 





im 




m 




Yrarly ave 
seven years 


Value 
per acre. 

16 11 

16 21 

15 60 
13 56 

13 29 
12 89 

14 75 
14 88" 

16 11 
14 47 
14 84 

'1338" 
14 73 
14 04 


Per 


Counties. 


Vflluf. 


Value 
peraore. 


Value. 


Vnluc. 


Valut. 


cent. 




t 

1,603,315 
2,262,431 
1,817.826 
1,456.116 
1,363,683 

748,050 
9.150,421 
3,076,606 
3.404;778 
2,636,644 
8,167,928 
2,896,114 
3.361,090 
6.267,204 
3,438, S49 
2,488,635 
1,208,667 
2,709,669 
3,111.041 
2,000,216 
1,364,919 
16.321,896 

649,048 
1,349,841 
1,028,262 
2.0.=>8,902 
4.161,890 
3,313,394 
2,169,435 
1,607,667 

%7,472 
17,305,811 


• c. 

20 20 

18 86 
17 99 

16 19 

15 30 

14 27 

17 16' 

18 37 

16 88 
14 30 

-12-86- 

14 62 
13 75 

17 if 
17 77 

15 06 
17 75 

16 85 

17 34 

15 50 

16 76" 
13 49 

15 33 

16 17 
16 28 
IS 78 

18 14 

10 96 
10 89 
15 49 


• 

1,016.612 
1,462.784 
1.069.240 
790,895 
847,075 
559.643 


» c 

13 96 
13 07 
10 49 

8 36 

9 81 
10 26 
10 81 


* 
1.120.4G4 

1.625.076 
1,489,690 
1,196,246 
1,147,951 
673,930 
7,453,357 
1.539,314 
3,334,886 
2,568,118 
7,442,317 












Norfolk 


112 


WelUnd 


Ul 


Totals 


5,735.149 
1,228,484 
2.629,193 
1,980,494 
6,838.171 
2,249.948 
-2,409,876 
4,669,8^" 


llfi 




11 24 

11 86 
11 08 

1145 


123 


Brjoe 

Tet^s 


99 


Gm 

Simcoe 


10 98 


3,000,644 
3.148.302 


99 


Total. 


10 72 


6.148,946 
2,986,292 
2,091,082 
1,162,333 
3,443.063 
3.770,616 
1,781,071 
1,144,056 


98 


Middlewx 

Oxford 


2,202,452 
1.639,675 

860.078 
1.780,597 
2,225,066 
1,314,168 

966:777 


11 40 
11 77 

10 52 

11 57 
11 36 
11 80 
11 24 


15 43 
15 60 

14 91 

15 86 
14 64 

16 13 
13 73 
16 25 


HI 
114 


Perth 


U2- 


Waterloo 


108 






Totals 


10.978.703 
500.457 
949,278 
832,144 
1,334,973 
2,627.139 
1,977.171 
1,578,607 
1,312,463 
735,607 

-ii:5«,838- 


11 43 
9 90 

10 6 

12 27 
1! 6 
12 14 

11 56 
1Q92 

8 1» 
8 33 
10 86 


14,368,613 






719,276 
1.299.479 
1,018,648 
1,826,293 
3,412,694 
2,630,473 
2.130,601 
l!784495 

915,385 
-r6T3'7T24r 


14 09 

15 09 

16 07 
16 73 
16 22 
15 33 
14 40 
12 25 








Halton 


101 






Ontario 


118 
102 


Northumberland 


89 


Totals 


^4"'56 ! 106 


Lennox and Addington 

Frontenac 


704,434 
762,137 

1,451,089 
779,084 
627,297 
586,376 
687,018 
323,(60 

1,659.670 
967.691 
796,882 


9 37 
10 83 
13 86 
17 13 
16 84 
13 66 
15 67 

13 81 

14 64 
10 34 
10 93 


76^.982 
479.631 
973,936 
465,945 
403.300 
616,197 
620.596 
298,548 
1,257,803 
777,915 
642,189 


9 52 

9 69 

10 71 

11 67 
11 09 
11 16 

10 65 

11 94 

8 81 


1.000,380 
860,732 

1,360,050 
66^961 
486.003 
589.680 
6.-3. 386 
347,598 

1,496,819 

1,160,981 
914,149 


1160 

13 07 

13 77 

14 73 
13 81 
12 67 

12 00 

13 46 
13 74 
12 48 
12 71 

12 79 

13 55 
12 70 

10 48 

11 97 
-12-67" 

11 42 

12 60 
16 48 


79 
90 






Stormont 

Prescott 


IIS 
101 
131 




107 
8!t 
86, 


Renfrew 

Lanark ... 




9,244,728 
1,833,956" 
1.076.4S7 
90,140 
1,367,636 


12 76 


7,088.942 


9 98 
10 96 
9 OS 
9 03 
8 13 


9,421,738 
1,708.505 

' 86)633 
1,657.092 










14 15 
11 29 
9 69 
9 87 


1.371,114 

86;, 159 

78,201 

1.024,260 








Haliburton 


93 






Totals 


4,268,187 


11 77 


3.334,724 


9 40 

11 69 
16 91 

12 60 


4.676.532 
1M,3>'2 
104,666 
244,433 






167,280 
90,684 
276,640 


10 78 
16 78 
13 45 
15 09 


136,863 
70,836 
225,973 








AllSoa 


102 




524.604 
71,240.779 


442,672 


602,371 










49,920,023 


10 79 


66,750,918 











161 



VALUES— CORN. 

TABLE No. XV.— Showing by County Municipalities and groups of Counties the marketable value of 
Corn in Ontario in the years 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the four years 1886-8 ; also 
the average value of produce per aero under crop, and the per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that 
of the four years 1885-8. 



Counties. 



Essex 

Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk 

Haldimand 

Welland 

Totals 

Lambton 

Huron 

Bruce 

Totals 

Grey 

Simcoe 

Totals 

Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 

Waterloo 

Dufferin 

Totals 

Lincoln 

Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York. 

Ontario 

Durham ^ 

Northumberland 

Prince Edward 

Totals 

Lennox and Addington 

Frontenac 

Leeds and Grenville 

Dundas 

Stormont 

Glengarry 

Prescott 

£,ussell 

Carleton 

Renfrew 

Lanark 

Totals 

Victoria 

Peterborough 

Haliburton 

Hastings 

Totals 

Muskoka 

Parry Sound ^ 

Algoma 

Totals 

The Province 



1888. 



Value. 



959,004 
684,716 
449,668 
399,051 
80,326 
182,646 

2^75M01_ 

210,671 
49,460 
18,002 



278,133 



12,042 
22,920 



34,962 



322,960 

231,925 

138,193 

24,221 

14,817 

23,654 

1,743 



757,513 



203,979 
120,951 
38,418 
12,996 
42,041 
81,243 
28,414 
80,374 
132,763 



741,168 



46,959 
33,032 
162,821 
48,121 
23,680 

9,177 
25,777 

4,993 
25,070 

4,096 



391,838 



20,698 

4,594 

1,157 

119,220 



145,669 



1,846 

410 

2,036 



4,292 



6,108,976 



• 


Value 
per acre. 


$ c. 
27 16 
23 62 

26 25 
23 88 

27 72 
25 23 

25 45 

23 23 

26 25 
17 58 

23 23 


14 65 
21 01 


18 28 


23 35 
22 06 
22 12 

24 17 
19 05 



19 78 
14 65 



22 49 



26 49 
25 87 
23 44 
14 65 
21 68 
23 21 
12 63 
16 35 
18 62 



21 00 



16 03 
15 88 
20 16 
19 51 

17 58 
11 72 
19 67 

11 72 

12 75 
^79 
11 43 



17 08 


23 44 
11 72 
14 66 
16 73 


17 18 


8 35 
11 72 
14 65 


10 87 



22 91 



1887. 



Value. 



533,466 
329,069 
207,413 
125,051 
21,173 
92,708 



1,308,880 



88,333 

22,021 

6,970 



116,324 



5,005 
5,794 



10,799 



131,173 

109,039 

65,652 

12,046 

7,032 

8,028 

1,125 



323,995 



91,865 

. 66,947 

7,118 

4,636 

16 891 

28,243 

14,361 

46,901 

54,927 



330,788 



20,671 
18,285 
90,770 
33,766 
18,899 

6,802 
16,280 

2,944 
12,432 

7,336 
14,41ft 



242,690 



7,706 

3,022 

1,033 

63,495 



75,256 



2,728 
402 
402 



3,632 



2,412,164 



Value 
per acre. 



« c. 
18 07 
13 96 

16 02 
9 09 

17 44 
17 00 



16 02 



14 23 
23 86 
14 35 



16 41 



11 48 
7 65 



9 05 



14 37 

14 64 

13 87 

15 31 

14 35 

10 33 

11 48 



14 22 



15 22 

15 66 

7 65 

11 48 
15 07 

12 30 
9 02 

13 13 
11 12 



13 18 



11 84 
18 14 
18 68 
26 31 
16 26 
14 35 

16 96 
7 89 

13 44 

17 22 



16 05 


16 66 


14 35 

8 04 

11 48 

14 64 


14 09 


16 14 
11 49 
11 49 


14 78 



14 72 



Yearly average for 
four years 1885-8. 



Value. 



695,610 
509,443 
309,507 
254,972 
35,897 
116,718 



1,922,147 



129,369 
30,648 
10,416 



170,433 



6,873 
12,424 



19,297 



203,138 

149,229 

86,054 

13,529 

8,469 

15,596 

1,177 



477,192 



125,041 
80,466 
16,820 
7,229 
24,413 
41,440 
20,552 
51,873 
67,332 



435,166 



29,338 
23,628 
90,577 
31,224 
18,346 

7,831 
20,222 

4,223 
17,417 

6,448 
14,353 



262,606 



10,060 
4,558 
1,256 

69,050 



84,924 



2,025 
437 
836 



3,298 



3,376,063 



Value 
per acre. 



Per 

cent, 
ratio. 



$ c. 
21 71 

19 31 

21 18 
18 26 

22 58 

20 27 



20 37 


126 


18 89 
24 06 
17 59 


123 
109 
100 


19 55 


119 


14 56 

15 30 


101 
137 


15 03 


122 



19 43 

18 62 

19 17 
19' 99 
17 67 
16 77 
14 90 



18 99 



19 92 

20 30 

16 05 
15 16 
19 64 

17 08 

12 29 

13 67 
13 60 



16 79 



14 86 
14 66 
17 88 
19 36 
16 85 
14 01 
16 20 

11 73 
13 80 
13 39 

12 43 



16 07 



19 09 

12 56 

13 51 

14 30 



14_69 

lO 89' 
13 24 
13 93 



11 82 



18 98 



125 
122 
124 
131 
123 
124 



120 
118 
116 
121 
108 
118 
98 



118 



128 
127 
146 
97 
110 
136 
103 
113 
137 



125 



108 

108 

113 

101 

104 

84 

121 

100 

92 

66 

92 



106 



122 
93 

108 
116 



117 



77 

89 

105 



92 



121 



11 (B.L) 
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TABLE No. XVI. --Sho 
Buckwheat in Ontari 
olBoth^aTecagBVBla 
that of the four years 


VALUES— BUCKWHEAT. 

iring by County MunioipalitiBa and groups ■S Counties ths marketoble value of 
in the years 18S7 and 1888, with the yrarly average for the four yem 1885* : 
of produce per acre under crop, and the ijer cent, ratio of thia average in 1888 to 




1888. 


188 
Value. 


Value 
IH-r Here. 


Yearly overage for the 
four years 1886-8. 


Pa 


Counties. 


Value. 


Jt;.. 


Value. 


Value 
pec acre. 


Essex 

Kent 


3 

7,782 
Ei,628 
11,073 
42,317 
8.346 
17,rJ7 
93.873 


H 22 
lb 30 
10 11 


3 

4,640 

7,113 
8,983 

33.620 
4,463 

11,761 


? c. 
9 53 
7 T4 

6 56 
84 
5 58 

7 42 


7,651 
7,327 
10,237 
37,112 
6,738 
14,291 


S c. 
11 39 

8 36 

8 02 

7 09 

8 22 


lU 

111 

m 
m 
m 

12! 


Norfolk 






Totals 




70,570 
3,604 

2;:34 

5.065 


7 01 
1169 
11 25 
10 80 


82,3.^ 




124 


Umbton.... 

Huron 

BnicB 


3,276 
1013 

lIlSB 
5.476 


7 39 


8,208 
2,139 
2,853 


7 B6 


106 
98 
67 


Totals 


7 41 


11.403 


11 15 


8,290 


787 


-m 

U4 

115 
136 
107 

112 
10} 

116 


Grey 

Siinooe 


2.058 
1.731 


8 13 
7 40 


1,998 
3,030 


-t 18 
6 75 


2,566 
2,370 


7 03 

6 51 


Totals 


3,789 


7 78 


5,028 


603 


4,936 


677 


Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brant 

Perth 


4,115 
3,679 
5,927 
473 
1,164 
356 
850 


927 
7 39 

11 14 
7 39 
936 
7 40 

12.12 


3,965 

2,799 

3,454 

527 

675 

963 

2,015 


5 13 
4 50 
4 73 
450 
900 
900 
900 


4;i47 

6.032 
934 
872 
786 

1,129 


689 

7 85 

7 02 

8 81 
803 
8 49 




Dufferin 




16,463 


936 


14,399 




17,193 


7 38 


m 






6,315 
9:266 
1,094 

3,817 
2,241 
6,817 
21,106 
56,584 
114,413 


10 94 
13 61 

4 93 
7 39 

11 09 

12 32 
11 83 

9 27 
15 04 


4.019 
3622 
1,161 

1,397 
1,395 

3,402 
10.663 
67,778 
68,693 


7 20 
6 75 
6 75 
663 

8 40 
8 74 
8 89 
8 13 


4,981 
6.409 
965 
1,715 
1,854 
3,990 
13,460 
62,520 
76,776 


8 69 

9 49 

7 62 
7 76 
10 03 
9 22 

■ 10 39 


127 
143 
88 
97 
114 
US 
28 
IS 
4fi 




Halton 

?5l:;;:;::;:;;;;;::;:: 

Ontario 

Durham 

Northumberland 

Prince Edward 


Totals 


219,703 






8 34 


160,470 


9 38 




Lennox and Addington . . 


31,660 
14,873 
40,836 
21,562 
18,720 
11,398 
13,043 

8,210 
28,347 

7.836 
29;701 
214,185 


10 55 

11 39 

8 13 
13 80 
11 63 

9 86 
11 64 
10 89 

823 
838 


19,418 
15,342 
36,490 
12,490 
20,230 
5,134 

s 

21,662 


6 93 

7 74 
808 

10 13 
7 20 
4 50 
600 
4 23 
6 83 
6 20 


34,883 
11,575 
44,107 
1^609 
22,216 

7,194 
12,617 

7,716 
80,865 
11,319 
40;721 


8 60 

9 23 
8 72 

11 42 
U 32 
906 

8 38 
S66 
788 

9 U 
803 


133 
12) 

-n 

121 
103 

lot ' 
139 

m 

104 
92 
100 


Leeds and Grenviile .... 
Dundaa 


Glengarry 

Prescott 

Eussell 


Renfrew 

Lanark 


Totals 






6 57 


233,821 






Viot<,ria 

Peterborough 

Haliburton 

HantingB 


2,899 
4,509 
1,227 
87.507 


7 40 
9 91 

739 
10 S4 


5,115 

773 

32,056 


405 

6 13 
640 

7 60 


1,931 

37,269 


5 14 

758 
5 63 
9 21 


114 

m 

131 , 


Totals 


46,142 

2,067 
7MI 
2,954 


10 39 

9 85 
9 30 
S"39 




6 82 


46,348 


8 55 


m 


Parry Sound 


4,316 
189 
301 


15 76 
900 
9 00 


3,746 
'734 
542 


10 60 

8 44 

9 34 


117 
106 




Totals 


5,30a 


13 82 


4,033 


9 96 


84 




602,685 


10 47 


461,409 


7 19 


667,436 


8 77 


119 





VALUES— BEANS. 

TABLE No. XVII. — Showing by County Municipalities and groups of Counties the marketable value of 
Beans in Ontario in the years 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the four years 1885-8 ; also the 
average value of produce per acre under crop, and the per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that of 
the four years 1885-8. 



Counties. 



Essex 

Kent : 

Elgin 

Norfolk 

Haldimand 

VVelland 

Totals 

Lambton 

Huron 

Bruce 

Totals ^. .. . 

Grey 

Simcoe 

Totals 

Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 

Waterloo , 

Dufferin 

Totals 

Lincoln 

Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York. 

Ontario , 

Durham 

Northumberland 

Prince Edward 

Totals 

Lennox and Adding^on 

Frontenac 

Leeds and Grenville ., 

Dundas 

Stormont 

Glengarry 

Prescott 

Russell 

Carleton 

Renfrew 

Lanark 

Totals 

Victoria 

Peterborough 

Haliburton 

Hastings 

Totals 

Muskoka 

Parry Sound 

Algoma 

Totals 

The Province 



1888. 



Value. 



$ 

11,051 

368,064 

25,843 

7,277 

5,086 

10,665 



427,986 



7,504 
4,639 
2,749 



14,802 



1,567 
2,340 



3,907 



7,220 
7,163 
1,235 
1,904 
1,023 
853 
478 



19,876 



5,221 

3,650 

978 

1,273 

3,766 

2,431 

7,187 

14,324 

10,716 



49,546 



2,327 
6,053 
9,228 
9,642 
6,140 
1,961 
13,379 
3,260 
8,291 
9,151 
6,588 



76,020 



1,762 

682 

546 

10,497 



1.3,487 



1,019 
227 
796 



2,042 



607,756 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 
27 29 
27 74 

27 06 

28 43 
24 22 
21 04 



27 44 



28 42 

34 12 

35 24 

'31 J5^ 

"18 88 
15 92 



16 99 



28 54 
31 84 

26 a5 

28 42 
20 46 
28 43 
22 76 



28_72^ 

"30 35 
34 11 
22 74 

22 73 

27 29 
25 59 

23 88 

28 20 
23 19 



26 33 

2706' 
23 19 

27 06 
22 74 
22 74 

28 42 
26 49 

29 91 

20 12 

21 04 

30 36 



24 30 


28 42 
14 21 

22 75 

23 54 


23 25 


16 92 
22 70 
22 74 


18 73 



26 77 



1887. 



Value. 



5,175 

149,318 

12,410 

3,792 

808 

2,937 



174,440 



4,978 
1,097 
2,467 



8,542 

lj453" 
1^_ 

"3,289 

1,992 

3,280 

1,204 

1,304 

740 

548 

714 



9,782 



1,183 
1,868 
628 
842 
2,049 
1,416 
3,950 
5,899 
4,728 



Value 
per acre. 



9 C. 
15 18 

11 85 

13 12 

12 72 

14 69 

10 16 



12 00 



2^,563 



3,340 
4,780 
7,708 
5,796 
2,369 
1,410 
4,949 
1,766 
4,296 
6,420 
3,948 



45,782 



1,378 
749 
294 

2,939 



5,360 



356 
37 
29 



422 



270,180 



13 27 
22 85 
19_58 

15 56" 

13 71 
30 60 



19 81 



12 07 
24 48 
10 03 
17 62 
17 62 
19 57 
26 44 



16 68 



11 96 
17 14 
17 94 

19 58 
22 62 
22 13 
13 81 

20 77 
10 87 



15 60 



15 83 

22 03 

23 64 
19 58 
19 58 
19 58 

17 07 
13 38 
12 56 

16 66 

18 11 



17 81 


15 66 

14 69 

9 80 

13 12 


13 64 


16 18 
18 50 
14 60 


16 23 



Yearly average for the 
four years 1885-8. 



13 33 



Value. 



11,094 
237,954 

19,928 
6,069 
1,866 
7,125 



284,036 



6,556 
3,157 
2,199 



11,912 



1,615 
2,003 



36I8 

4,620' 

4,300 

2,510 

1,114 

800 

726 

460 



14,430 



2,865 
2,158 
893 
845 
2,749 
2,651 
5,020 
8,817 
8,352 



34,350 



2,442 
7,362 
7,477 
5,517 
3,148 
1,710 
9,028 
3,216 
7,789 
9,380 
4,051 



61,119 



Value 
per acre. 



Per 

cent, 
ratio. 



9 c. 
23 06 

18 25 
20 09 
15 68 

19 03 



14 81 


142 


18 35 


150 


18 11 
26 08 

18 48 

19 79 


157 
131 
191 

157 


15 38 
19 45 


123 
82 


17 39 


98 



18 37 
24 86 
14 34 
22 28 
17 02 

19 62 

20 91 



1,212 

1,427 

471 

5,879 



8,989 



789 
163 
264 



1,216 



19_2£ 

"20 32 
23 20 

18 22 

19 65 
23 50 

22 66 
17 61 

23 51 
16 77 



118 
162 
135 
181 
127 



19 99 



16 07 
23 67 
21 86 

21 30 

22 98 

23 75 
20 85 
19 37 
18 «1 
23 51 
22 26 



155 
128 
187 
128 
120 
145 
109 

"149 

149 
147 
125. 
116 
116 
113 
136 
120 
138 



132 



168 

98 

124 

107 

99 

120 

127 

154 

107 

89 

136 



21 32 


114 


19 24 
11 33 
16 24 
21 22 


148 
125 
140 
111 


18 16 


128 


20 76 
18 11 
20 31 


77 
125 
112 


20 27 


92 




141 



164 



VALUES— HAY AND CLOVER. 

TABLE No. XVIII. — Showing bj County Municipalities and groups of Counties the marketable valuo 
of Hay and Clover in Ontario m the years 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the four years 
1885-8 ; also the average value of produce per acre under crop, and the per cent, ratio of this average 
in 1888 to that of the four years 1885-8. 



Counties. 



Essex ..... 

Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk ... 
Haldimand 
Welland... 

Totals. 

Lambton . 
Huron .... 
Bruce 

Totals 

Grey 

Simcoe . . . , 



Totals 

Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 

Waterloo 

Dufferin 

Totals 

Lincoln 

Wentworth 

Helton 

Peel 

York 

Ontario 

Durham 

Northumberland 

Prince Edward 

Totals 

Lennox and Addington 

Frontenac 

Leeds and Grenville . . . 

Dundas 

Stormont 

Glengarry 

Prescott 

Russell 

Carleton 

Renfrew 

Lanark 

Totals 

Victoria 

Peterborough 

Haliburton 

Hastings 

Totals 

Muskoka 

Parry Sound 

Algoma 

Totals 



The Province 



1888. 



Value. 



931,048 
1,116,980 
988,346 
400,138 
465,591 
498,008 



4,400,111 



Value 
per acre. 



976,399 
1,571,876 
1,522,548 



1,751,158 
1,133,974 



2,885,132 



1,748,200 

1,141,059 

255.914 

1,404;559 

1,312,821 

845,827 

400,639 



7,109,019 



475,266 
616,582 
285,072 
320,565 
811,254 
620,409 
478,140 
614,811 
204,480 



4,426,579 



435,312 
490,221 

1,291,566 
827,195 
835,483 

1,056,256 
802,682 
286,059 

1,064,878 
573,136 
674,416 



8,337,204 



3»6,485 
322,236 
152,195 

78 4,484 

1,645,400 



371,714 
110,670 
214,022 



696,406 



33,570,674 



$ c. 
24 40 
20 89 
20 02 
11 14 
9 86 
10 53 



16 24 



18 05 
16 04 
16 71 



4,070,823 i 16 74 



14^37 

13 87 

14 17 



19 38 

19 38 
9 52 

20 72 
15 57 
20 05 
11 36 



17 49 



11 53 
14 37 



9 
9 



19 
07 



11 86 

12 20 
11 86 



11 

7 



86 
85 



n_41^ 

8 36 

7 69 
11 53 
22 73 

24 23 

25 90 
22 22 

16 71 

17 21 

8 36 
11 03 



14 27 



11 03 

8 52 

13 87 

11 36 


10 76 


16 38 
11 70 
19 50 


16 14 


14 64 



1887. 



Value. 



597,849 
834,723 
762,748 
525,898 
748,351 
687,091 



4,156,660 



926,509 
1,749,728 
1,547,354 



4,223,591 



1,789,352 
1,257,458 



3,046,810 



1,261,921 
915,191 
447,637 
1,219,438 
1,603,804 
676,435 
569,961 



6,694,387 



633,534 
605,681 
433,635 
601,230 
1,220,518 
858,962 
672,078 
681,560 
359,139 



6,066,337 



456,945 

519,751 

1,507,660 

648,954 

553,949 

794,134 

646,816 

388,828 

1,286,706 

1,026,604 

1,218,647 



9,048,994 



549,045 
403,179 
156,614 
946,705 



2,055,543 



408,001 
120,906 
126,519 



655,426 



35,947,748 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 

16 85 

17 43 
15 34 
12 90 
14 76 
14 87 



15 35 


18 59 
18 01 
17 43 


17 92 


15 22 

16 85 


15^5 



15 22 

15 22 
13 83 
17 78 
19 06 

16 38 

17 43 



16 65 



14 76 
13 48 
12 78 

15 34 

16 85 
16 04 
16 15 

12 90 

13 25 



14 85 



8 72 

8 37 

13 13 

18 59 

17 43 
22 31 

18 48 
20 34 
20 68 
15 69 

19 64 



15 72 


13 60 
10 69 
16 04 

14 29 


13 43 


17 66 
15 80 
11 62 


15 74 



15 76 



Yearly average for 
four years 1885-8. 



Value. 



677,993 
875,081 
792,537 
501,245 
654,702 
612,925 



4,114,483 



859,103 
1,478,190 
1,225,813 



3,563,106 



1,486,137 
1,019,770 



2,505,907 



1,423,978 
992,597 
393,611 
1,115,814 
1,342,277 
698,129 
434,458 



6,400,864 



596,783 
604,011 
420,358 
519,581 
985,453 
747,095 
591,802 
702,104 
404,956 



5,572,143 



582,021 
653,323 
1,532,303 
649,066 
588,600 
706,156 
547,096 
265,867 
974,852 
682,058 
924,902 



8,106,244 



451,860 
410,786 
124,287 
854,240 



1,841,173 



304,118 
100,103 
133,942 



538,163 



32,642,083 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 
18 23 
16 81 
16 14 

12 86 

13 24 
13 02 



15 03 


108 


16 02 
15 49 
14 35 


113 
104 
116 


15 19 


110 


12 64 

13 50 


114 
103 


12 98 


109 



16 09 
16 28 
12 81 
16 53 
16 06 
16 55 
12 87 



15 72 



14 11 
13 50 

12 60 

13 73 

13 60 

14 21 
13 90 
13 03 
13 26 



13 58 



11 68 
10 34 

13 40 
18 34 

18 11 

19 77 
16 53 

14 70 
16 07 



14 29 



Per 

cent, 
ratio. 



134 
124 
125 

87 
74 
81 



120 
119 

74 
125 

96 
121 

88 



111 



82 
106 
73 
66 
87 
86 
85 
91 
59 



84 



72 
74 
86 
124 
134 
131 
134 
114 
107 



10 80 
14 93 


77 
74 


14 27 


100 


11 81 
10 61 

12 16 
12 44 


93 

80 

114 

91 


11 81 


91 


13 66 
11 20 
13 13 


120 
104 
149 


13 00 


124 



102 



165 



VALUES— POTATOES. 

TABLE No. XIX.— Showing by County Municipalities and groups of Counties the marketable value of 
Potatoes in Ontario in the years 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the four years 1885-8 ; also 
the average value of produce per acre under crop, and the per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that 
of the four years 1885-8. 



Counties. 



Kent 

El^'n 

Norfolk .. 
Haldimand 
Welland .. 

Totals. 

Lambton . . 
Huron .... 
Brace 



Totals, 



Grey 

Simcoe 

Totals 

Middlesex 

Oxford.,. 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 

Waterloo 

Dufferin 

Totals 

Lincoln 

Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York 

Ontario , 

]>arham 

Northumberland . 
Prince Edward . 



Totals. 



Lennox and Adding^on 

Frontenac 

Xieeds and Grenville . . . 

0andaB 

Stormont 

Glengarry 

Prescott.. 

Euseell 

Oarleton 

Kenfrew 

Lanark 



Totals... 

Victoria 

Peterborough , 
Haliburton . . . 
Hastings 

Totals. . . . 

iCnskoka 

Parry Sound . 
Algoma 

Totals.... 



1888. 



Value. 



$ 

130,981 
146,815 
154,093 
129,985 
77,099 
94,569 



733,542 



144,128 
211,423 
240,188 



595,739 



329,648 
355,771 



685,419 



265,115 
191,982 
94,099 
186,991 
272,581 
151,140 
189,834 



1,351,742 



94,909 
157,883 

76,647 
137,467 
423,204 
282,168 
142,376 
192,461 
104,120 



1,611,235 



98,527 

159,702 

303,223 

88,135 

80,839 

94,149 

139,797 

34,569 

249,784 

141,531 

126,175 



1,516,431 



152,825 
82,211 
21,178 

199,J71^ 

"455,985 



55,776 
21,249 
33,615 



110,640 



Tfce Province 7,060,733 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 
46 66 
49 13 
53 32 
43 27 
53 95 
42 26 



_47_77_ 

47 84 
41 91 
49 45 



46 13 



48 63 
51 58 



50 11 



50 50 
60 93 
42 64 

51 96 
45 20 

52 72 
58 65 



51 32 



47 36 
46 41 
49 67 
44.79 
53 79 
60 64 
45 65 

41 87 

42 79 



49 29 



36 01 

37 75 

41 11 
35 28 
40 77 

42 80 
63 40 
27 61 
40 73 
40 04 
37 91 



40 47 



42 07 
29 13 
34 27 

36 80 



36 48 



39 09 
2() 63 
45 43 



37 32 



45 87 



1887. 



Value. 



$ 

80,706 
93,896 
89,855 
64,371 
35,632 
69,121 



433,581 


29 14 


101,096 
239,602 
192,665 


38 16 
51 77 
44 89 


533,363 


46 10 


361,344 
243,617 


59 97 
39 87 


604,961 


49 85 



191,903 
107,751 
76,270 
184,439 
281,409 
132,087 
194,549 



1,168,408 



73,431 
137,339 

38,081 

89,538 
293,608 
198,481 
130,368 
171,041 

77,460 



1,209,347 



141,441 
140,264 
410,209 
158,770 
150,054 
168,731 
157,298 
72,349 
291,069 
189,505 
175,351 

2,055,041 



153,910 

101,904 

28,021 

196,358 



480,193 

78,478 
60,119 
82,293 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 

29 92 
32 27 
32 16 
20 81 

30 90 
30 95 



39 24 
37 99 
37 26 
53 91 
53 07 
48 65 
68 53 



48 58 



40 10 
46 91 
26 26 
32 74 
45 82 
52 22 

41 82 
38 65 
35 19 



41 85 



43 17 
43 03 
62 04 

74 57 
81 64 

75 36 
66 40 

51 42 
61 12 
50 24 

52 28 



220,890 



58 69 



50 35 

40 10 
43 18 

41 64 



43 80 



55 38 

96 19 

113 04 



79 74 



6,706,784 47 80 



Yearly average for 
four years 1885-8. 



Value. 



111,850 
140,321 
112,099 
100,112 
68,687 
82,016 



615,085 



119,614 
259,646 
242,908 



622,168 



391,776 
364,140 



755,916 



223,857 
128,046 
95,977 
175,386 
285,536 
144,165 
180,112 



1,233,079 



79,616 
162,185 

71,380 
118,589 
312,949 
220,744 
154,201 
175,480 
100,880 



1,396,024 



159,394 
157,212 
385,835 
145,762 
109,304 
128,325 
145,089 
63,027 
300,535 
231,071 
195,002 



2,020,556 



157,373 

119,094 

32,041 

277,622 



586,130 



77,839 
45,898 
53,436 



177,173 



7,406,131 



Value 
per acre. 



$ c. 

39 96 
44 24 
41 21 
32 42 
48 17 
36 63 



39 83 



42 37 

52 61 
52 33 



50 17 



58 88 
55 53 



57 22 



42 21 
42 67 
45 12 

49 46 

50 67 

51 25 
59 5£ 

■48'45 



43 51 
51 02 
46 84 

42 78 

43 33 
56 18 
50 76 

41 78 

42 46 



46 42 



49 86 
42 22 
55 66 
61 22 
55 23 
53 22 
60 23 
42 67 
52 32 
60 55 
55 52 



Per 

cent, 
ratio. 



117 
111 
129 
133 
112 
115 



120 



113 
80 
_9£ 

92 



83 
93 



88 



120 
143 

95 
105 

89 
102 

99 



106 



109 
91 
106 
105 
124 
108 
90 
100 
101 



106 



72 

89 
74 
58 
74 
80 
105 
65 
78 
66 
68 



53 7^ 


75 


50 65 
45 63 
52 18 
52 63 


83 
64 
66 
70 


50 50 


72 


56 57 
69 44 
75 37 


69 
38 
60 



64 52 



49 87 



58 



92 



VALUES— CARROTS. 



Table No. XX.-Showinii by County Mm 



ivnd grotipa of Countiea the marlietftble value of 
for the four years 1885-8 ; tleo 
.0 of this Bveragtt in 1888 to tbat 





188S. 


1887. 


Yearly avera^ fir 

the four year. 1886-8. 


Ppr 


CoTinties. 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


Value. 


VAlue 
per acre. 


Value. 


p^ra"i^. 


cent. 


EBsex 


6,539 
13,746 
18,624 
17,724 
11,784 
11,770 


53W 
75 B7 
96 48 
89 52 
86 65 
101 47 


S 

5,684 
8,759 
10.627 
5.170 
4.B33 
4.290 


S c. 

56 84 
59 18 
63 63 
36 66 
53 33 
41 65 
53 32 
71 00 
73 62 
59 64 


$ 

7,439 
14,767 
14.208 
10.773 
7.733 
7,761 
63,681 


?4S 

92 81 
94 09 
79 SO 
79 72 

93 61 
86 34 


72 














Welland 


109 


Totals 


79,087 
2'4;i34 
48,234 
24,071 
96,439 


84 86 


39.063 


100 




94 58 
79 71 
89 05 


11,857 
30.152 

18.190 


17,034 
49.639 
34,356 


91 04 
113 07 

92 9G 










Rfi 


Totala 


60.199 


70 33 


91,019 


102 50 

'103 55 

96 09 


87 




37,406 
49.475 


80 40 
86 89 
83 44 
86 40 
106 37 
125 75 
92 70 
77 05 
99 53 
00 30 


29,563 
25,312 


66 68 
48 21 


50.530 
53,619 




Simooe 




Totals 


86.941 


54,875 
36,464 
21,231 
11,351 
39,134 
30,680 
13.331 
12,325 


56 63 


101.149 1 99 57 


84 




41,819 
60,100 
27,816 
36,339 
23,116 
41,600 
9,106 


61 83 
86 61 
70 50 
95 43 
69 84 
60 56 
99 40 


40,836 
34.170 

23,356 
46,709 
34.303 
33,553 
12,525 


88 39 
106 45 
126 25 
116 48 

84 93 
111 10 

95 61 




Oxford 


100 
100 


Wellmglon 






63 




229,900 


94 34 

"ib7 82" 
96 83 
123 28 
104 87 
109 43 
143 89 
92 57 

86 20 

87 66 


150.496 

"6,m- 

14,819 
7,347 
20.320 
32.500 
29.750 
26.654 
9,870 
466 


76 38 


215,351 


103 19 


91 




18,113 
26,725 
19,971 
33,977 
77,910 
66,933 
64,152 
34,680 
10,945 


62 38 
67 67 
93 00 

75 35 

77 07 
69 76 
58 40 
17 26 


11,176 
33,163 
14,078 
24;422 
72,391 
64,554 
47,876 
23,U1 
3,897 


97 17 
108 24 
114 44 

120 45 
118 86 
100 37 
90 28 
73 53 


























92 


Northumberland 

Prince Edward 


96 
119 


TotdB 


343,396 


106 61 


148.503 




274,606 


106 46 




Lennox and AddingtoQ 

Frontdnac 


5.395 
15,769 
15,785 
6,693 
3;457 
3,:)ra 

4,434 
13,909 
33,073 
3,015 
7,333 


81 74 
57 61 
83 08 
90 45 
40 20 
53 60 
86 94 
80 40 
61 93 
33 60 
71 79 


4,477 
7.933 
12.281 
3,150 
953 
4,001 
4,687 

n<m 

24,549 
4,848 
4,730 


63 60 

76 76 
70 00 
28 00 

77 00 
67 86 
91 00 
50 10 
49 47 
40 00 


14,198 
12,997 
4,395 
1728 
2.972 
4,377 
11.877 
40,113 
6,657 
10,019 


72 95 
74 73 

83 85 

84 22 
46 70 
S3 23 
79 53 
90 66 
79 75 
68 62 
B5 63 


77 


Dnndaa 


107 














Carlelon 

Renfrew. 

Lanark 


78 
49 
84 


Totalrt 


112,166 


C5 90 


83.533 


58 20 


113,976 


78 71 






44,617 
36.991 
1.541 
16.707 


115 59 
76 36 
67 00 
79 33 


23.7!t5 
11.139 
1,890 
7.280 


70 82 
41 41 
70 00 
41 60 


34,038 
34,504 
2;051 
15,377 


107 03 
79 30 

90 45 




Peterborough 


96 


Haatil^B. 


88 


Totals 


88,856 


92 46 


44,101 


54 66 


75,968 


92 76 


lOO 


Muskolta 

Parry-Sound 

A^oma 


4.776 
1,222 
2.037 


60 92 
63 61 


2,-587 
l!568 


61 38 
93 39 
56 00 


2,082 
3;363 


90 62 
71 61 


56 
75 


Totals 


8,035 


56 19 


8,831 


60 07 








The Province 


1,014,820 


90 66 


689.692 


64 72 


947,344 


97 35 


93 



167 



VALUES— TURNIPS. 

TABLE No. XXI. — Showing by County Municipalities and groups of Counties the marketable value of 
Turnips in Ontario in the years 1887 and 1888, with the yearly average for the four years 1885-8 ; also 
the average value of product per acre under crop, and the per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that 
of the four years 1885-8. 



Counties. 



Essex 

Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk . . . 
Haldimand 
Welland . . 

Totals. 

Lambton . . 
Huron .... 
Bruc<» 

Totals. 



Grey 

Simooe 

Totals. 

Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brant 

Perth 

Wellington 
Waterloo.. 
I>afterin. .. 

Totals. 



lincoln 

Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York 

Ontario 

Barham 

Northumberland . 
Pnnoe Edward.. 



Totals 

Lennox and Addington 

ll^tenac 

I^eds and Grenville . . . 

DimdaB 

Stonnont 

CSeogarry 

Pwsoott 

BoflBen 

Oirleton 

lUnfrnw 

Uoark 



Totalb.... 

Tictoria 

Peterborough. 
Hilibarton... 
fliBtings 

Totals... 

Afotkoka 

hny Sound . 
Mgcona 

Totals.... 



rheProvinoe. 



1888. 



Value. 



Value 
! per acre. 



8 

7,94r. 
18,484 
34,142 
151,280 
20,457 
16,557 



248,8(J5 



.32,179 
551,434 
489,967 



1,073,580 



696,412 
316,048 

_1^012Hi60_ 

186,170 
625,093 
373,4(i3 
36(;,h82 
1,205,613 
481,653 
171,943 



73 63 

82 91 



3,410,817 



• 29,137 
367,595 
236,190 
138,462 
381,325 

1,242,547 

502,448 

300,877 

12,376 



3, 210,95 7 

4,394 

27,608 

22,957 

5,970 

2,787 

1.997 

9,874 

27,290 

102,761 

30,361 

43,171 



_76_3C* 

93 m 
99 24 
106 31 
88 15 
IK) 11 
95 68 
68 64 



92 48 



101 17 

114 34 

115 44 
85 15 
90 13 
97 68 
93 18 
83 55 
70 72 



96 44 



I 



279,160 



369,569 
88,778 
19,455 
71^97^ 

S49,799_ 

52,301 
40,966 
30,264 



123,531 



9,909,169 



45 30 
49 57 
68 12 
72 80 
41 60 
83 21 

82 28 

83 20 
63 67 
49 92 
76 27 



63 45 


94 64 
56 76 
59 13 
55 68 


77 53 

49 11 
SI 12 
62 40 



60 11 



87 55 



S c. 


41 60 


63 09 


84 51 


92 81 


72 80 


83 20 


83 01 


84 91 


81 83 


80 60 


81 35 



1887. 



Value. 



$ 

8,434 
18,085 
24,718 
94,311 

3,750 
13,010 



162,308 



13,393 
647,089 
484,863 



1,145,345 



873,357 
188,985 



1,062,342 



135,470 
628,278 
294,920 
449,291 
1,219,130 
510,719 
227,413 



3,465,221 



16,819 
237,548 
184,954 
101,930 
276,629 
1,112,448 
427,898 
255,033 
5,407 



2,618,666 



10,488 

15,928 

18,442 

1,549 

3,120 

8,363 

11,026 

43,896 

65,877. 

30,155 

28,537 



^37^8J^ 

299,510 
65,5l7 
18,356 
41,396 



424,859 



82,566 
34,910 
33,372 



Value 
per acre. 



150,848 



9,266,970 



S c. 
57 77 
70 10 
78 47 
82 08 
45 73 
61 95 



75 14 



59 00 
98 30 
83 60 



90 83 



88 80 
5 9 71 

"81 72 



82 40 
123 07 
100 79 

96 89 

95 31 

97 58 

96 81 



99 90 

68 09 

87 27 

100 79 

68 27 

82 72 
87 93 

83 12 
73 01 
51 99 



84 37 



65 14 
57 71 
76 21 

51 63 

66 38 
103 25 

64 48 
152 42 

52 12 
56 05 
5042 

64 79' 



80 47 
51 09 
70 06 
48 36 



69 38 



69 32 
71 54 
92 19 



73 91 



87 99 



Yearly average for 
the four yeara 1885-8. 



Value. 



Value 
loer acre. 



$ 

13,622 
25,462 
25,924 
99,365 
7,976 
14,345 



186,694 



19,879 
639,671 
581,345 



1,240,895 



880,140 
322,210 



1,202,350 



153,881 
580,850 
320,558 
434,592 
1,341,474 
499,807 
198,965 



3,530,127 



19,707 
310,932 
197,605 
109,217 
323,075 
1,172,921 
536,669 
313,310 
7,495 



2,990,921 



8,353 

34,391 

19,093 

3,484 

4,893 

4,955 

12,845 

27,260 

110,795 

40,828 

38,527 



305,414 



327,082 
90,647 
21,892 
61,845 



501,466 



75,598 
43,718 
38,233 

157,549" 



10,116,416 



$ c. 
69 50 
86 02 

85 56 
94 10 
65 92 

86 40 



_87 32 

79 52 

98 52 

102 01 



99 73 



Per 
cent, 
ratio. 



96 19 
92 03 



95 04 



91 05 
108 15 
112 91 

97 07 
103 77 

98 54 
85 03 



101 69 



84 58 
118 90 
108 10 
78 86 
96 38 
96 17 
98 25 
90 95 
71 38 



97 68 



63 76 
71 50 
82 30 
71 10 
65 24 
99 10 
95 15 
101 68 
75 42 
67 04 

75 99 

76 24 



90 81 
69 51 
68 41 
67 81 



81 70 



67 32 
76 56 

72 27 



70 87 



96 40 



60 
73 
99 
99 
110 
96 



95 



107 
83 
79 



82 



77 
90 



80 



103 
92 
94 
91 
87 
97 
81 



91 



120 
96 

107 

108 
94 

102 
95 
92 
99 



99 



71 
69 
83 

102 
64 
84 
86 
82 
84 
74 

100 



83 



104 
82 
86 
82 



95 



73 

106 

86 



85 



91 



VALTJES— OOBN TO TTJENIPS.. 

TABLE No. XXII. — Showing by County Municipalities andgroupe of Cotinties the Ufgrsgat? marketable 
value of Corn, Buckwheat, Beana, Hay, Potatoeg, Carrots and Tumipa in Ontario in the yeoFs 1887 and 
1888, with the yearly average for the four years 1888-8 ; also the average value ot produce per acre under 
crop, and the per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to that of the four years 18^-8. 





less. 


13S7. 


Yearly av« 
four yoara 


ga /™ the 


Per 


Counties. 


Value. 


Value 
p..r acre. 


Value. 


Value 
per aare. 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


,.,i.. 


Ewe*: 

Kent 

Elgin 

Norfolk 

Htddimand 

Welland 


2,054,360 
2,354,433 
1,881,679 
1,147.772 

83I.i]42 


23 67 
23 50 
18 56 
12 58 
14 02 
~20-fH- 


1.236.954 

1,440,963 

1.116,754 

852,213 


* c 
17 97 
10 33 
16 16 
13 29 
15 13 
15 76 


« 

1,625,359 
1,810,365 
1,284,440 
1,009.648 
782.599 
855,181 


9 c. 

20 76 
18 87 
18 56 

16 23 
14 61 
14 86 

17 64 


128 
12S 
127 

86 
■94 


Totals 




6.345,502 


15 85 


7,267,483 


117 


Huron 


1,398.290 
2.438,079 
8,398,713 


20 73 

21 68 

22 17 


1,149,770 
2,692.423 
2,256,574 
6,09^,767 


24 49 
22 62 


1,154,843 
2,463,090 
2,089,890 


17 91 
23 60 

21 51 
21 09 
20 92 
20 31 


116 






Totals 


0,136,082 


2163 


22 60 

23 73 
20 14 


5,707,823 
2,819,637 
1,776,636 


103 


Grey 

Siracoe 


2.830,351 
1,883,2.19 
4,713,610 


20 26 
19 91 
20" 12 


3,062,073 
1.726,032 


97 
98 


Totals 


4,788,104 


2172 


4,696,173 


20 6a 

19 15 
24 14 

22 51 

23 29 
29 15 
27 08 

20 99 


97 


Middlesex 

Onftol 


2,675,589 
2,260.901 

896,747 
2,021,369 
3,831,134 
1.544,988 

774,692 


32 91 

28 13 
22 62 
26 23 
26 70 

29 84 
18 73 


L753,S88 
1,787,569 
890,388 
1,906,189 
3.139.4-0 
1,342,101 - 

i.oo«,io:i 

] 1,826.688 


17 54 
33 35 
3103 
24 43 
30 41 
26 65 
26 28 


3,064,503 
1,893,339 

927,098 
1,788,078 
3,003,630 
1,392,762 

838,826 


120 
117 


Perth 

Wellington 

Waterloo 

Dufferin 


113 
92 

110 
89 


Totals 


12,895,330 




24 19 


11,S88,236 


23 89 


106 




832,940 
1,303,W2 

U5a,370 

647,55B 
1,741,741 
2,301,638 
1,233,873 
1,294,111 

689,803 


15 89 
23 57 
17 95 

16 54 
20 87 
31 63 
22 96 

17 91 
13 40 


1.066,824 

672,934 

820,393 

1,843,690 

2,233,702 

l!228i082 
560,820 


19 18 

17 51 

18 50 
31 93 
30 51 
24 08 
17 23 
13.14 


840,169 
1,189,334 
722.097 
781,898 
1.722,684 
2.243,395 
1,368.570 
1,327,216 


16 33 
21 43 
IS 93 

13 16 
20 21 
31 13 
24 95 
18 38 

14 59 




Wentworth 

Halton 

Peel 

York 

Ontario 


110 
95 
86 
103 
102 
92 
97 










10,«02,684 


30 70 


10,538.333 


30 49 


10,863,740 


20 96 








Lennox and Addington . 


614,674 

747,248 

1.836,116 

1.007,318 

971.106 

1,178.261 

1,008,986 

376,290 

1,613,204 

789,116 

905,486 


10 23 
10 31 
IS 82 

23 15 

24 37 
36 14 
24 35 

18 84 

19 90 
10 30 
13 82 


666,780 
722,283 
2,083,560 
864.464 
749,573 
988,578 
847,234 
527,692 
1,703,518 
1,372,579 
1,470,271 


10 82 
10 41 
15 84 
31 46 

28 20 

21 06 
23 61 

22 90 
17 70 
20 42 


811,173 
904,689 

2,092.389 
866,957 
748,234 
859,143 
761,274 
383,174 

1,482.366 
986,761 

1,237,575 


13 93 
12 73 
15 S3 

20 75 
19 80 

21 67 
19 32 

17 92 
ao 03 

18 94 


73 


Leeds and GrenvUle.... 


87 


Storraont 

Glengarry 

Preacott 

RUSBOU 

Carleton 

Renfrew 

Laaark 


123 
121 
126 
105 

73 

76 


Tot^s 


10,927,004 


16 15 


11,886,532 


18 03 


11,103,735 


16 91 


!l« 




978.855 

530,001, 

197.209 

1,239,183 


22 09 
•12 20 
16 15 
14 25 


1,036,854 
590,705 
206,980 

1,280,23s 


21 38 
13 66 
18 87 
16 96 


98.S,554 
656,977 
183,185 
1,331,282 


21 27 
14 86 

16 70 




Peterborough 

Haliburton 

Hastings 


35 
101 
01 


Totals 


2,945,338 


15 76 


3,124,767 


IT 03 


3,144,998 


16 90 


il3 


Muskoka 


489.499 
174,873 
383,529 


18 90 

16 13 
22 70 


581,121 
219,150 
244,984 


22 13 
34 76 
20 19 
22 12 


468,205 
193,135 
3?9,616 


18 48 

18 71 

19 79 


103 


Algoma 


113 


Totals 




19 28 


1,045,255 


890,956 


18 86 




The Province 


57.904,713 


20 14 


56,663.847 


19 99 


65,463,143 


19 73 


10! 



w - m 


VALUES OP ALL FIELD OROPS. 1 

TABLES No. SXIII.-Showing Dy Connty MunicipalitiM and grnuM of Oounties tlie totid marketable 1 
valoe or all field crop- in Ontario In the years 1887 s..d 1888, wit'h the yearly average for the i«i;en 1 
yeare 1MS2-8 : also tbe aveiage value of prodiioe per aero under crop, and the per cent, ratio of this M 
average in idsS tothat ot thTBeven yeaiil8a3.8. '^ ^J 


CoUDlieH. 


1888. 


1887. 


Yearly averuge for the 
seven years 1882-8. \ 


Per ^^H 

atEo. 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


Value. 


Value 
per aure. 


Value. 


Value 
per acre. 


&■■:::-::::.:--: 

Wsin 

Norfolk 


3,667,665 
4,616,864 
3.49B,B05 
2.603,888 
3.031.372 
1,679,992 


9 0. 
23 40 
21 00 
30 27 
16 52 
14 22 
14 13 


9 

2,261,486 
3,90;t,747 
2,175,994 
1,643,108 
1,665,776 
1,440,661 


15 91 

13 86 

12 MO 

10 36 

11 86 

13 04 


2,645,723 
3,835,431 
2,774,030 
2.306,894 
1.980,560 
1,689.111 


S 0. . 
18 60 
17 43 
16 78 
14 66 
13 79 
13 92 


13« 

120 
131 
113 
l<ffi 

103 
117 


WsUaod 

Tot»lB 


17,889,286 


18 70 


12,080,661 


12 98 


14,720,739 




3,474,796 
5,902,857 
4,926,367 


17 85 

17 14 


3,378,354 
5.321,816 
4,237,068 


14 07 
18 04 

15 19 


2,694,167 
5,797,975 
4,668,008 


16 04 

17 69 

16 96 

17 03 


120 
101 
101 

lor 




Bruce 


Totali. 


14,303.010 


17 91 


11,936,938 


15 31 


13,160,140 




6,726,465 
6,243,349 


16(18 
16 17 


5,312,020 
4,136,907 


16 17 
13 66 


6,830,281 10 31 
4,924,838 16 35 


97 


S»-:::::. :::::::::: 


Totals 

IGddltHai 

Orford 


10,969,814 
6,014,448 

4,739,536 
3,106.414 
4,730,938 
.5.943,176 
3,WK,204 
3,139,611 


15 91 

19 19 

17 56 

20 59 
19 66 
3121 

16 63 


9,447,937 
3,956,340 
3,437,144 
'1.740,466 
3,686,766 

IK 

1,974,880 


14 42 

13 49 

15 88 

14 13 

15 90. 
17 94 

16 4E 
16 87 


10,745,119 1 16 27 
6,040.795 16 76 
3.984,421 18 75 
2,079,431 i 17 55 
4,231,141 ; 18 33 
6,774,246 1 19 75 
3,173,833 19 SI 
1,972,882 16 07 

26,266,749 18 24 


98 

116 
100 
113 
100 

loe 

103 
108 
~~W 
106 
96 
98 
lU 
110 
96 
93 
96 

-J 

96 
114 

la 

115 

130 
104 
103 

78 
80 

—or 


PertJi 


Waterloo 

Duffarin 


Totals 


39,217,226 
1,481.988 
2,653,493 
1,686,633 
2,706,458 
5,903,631 
6,614,832 
3;403;3O8 
2,901.778 
1,657,375 


19 72 




16 73 

12 97 

13 94 

14 17 

13 46 

14 87 

17 22 
14 47 
11 61 

995 


IdDooln 

KT-::::;:;-::: : 
IS.- 


14 74 

18 51 
16 16 
16 10 

19 35 
21 99 
16 95 
13 26 
11 72 


1,327,484 
2.016,103 
1,505,068 
2,166,365 
4,470,729 
4,309,873 
2,864,478 
2,540,644 
1,296,427 


1,740,745 
3,607,891 
6.135,378 
4,873,868 
3,499,171 
3,111,710 
1,684,073 


15 21 
17 68 

16 47 

16 38 

17 37 
20 00 
17 26 
14-28 
12 16 


Ontario 


Sorthumberland 


Totals 

Lennox and Addingtoa . 


27,908,395 


17 13 
9 75 
10 67 
13 84 
20 07 
20 49 
19 31 
19 89 
16 47 
16 75 

10 33 

11 86 


32,386,070 
1,430,782 
1,201,914 
3,057,496 
1,320,409 
1,162,773 
1,503,775 
1,367,830 
826,240 
2,981,321 
2,W0.494 
2,113,460 


13 94 
10 08 
920 

13 18 

15 94 

16 U 

17 66 

15 74 

16 28 
16 48 
12 63 

14 57 


26,600,984 
1,811,653 
1,766,421 
3,452,439 
1,519,918 
1,233,236 
1,448,823 
1,304,660 
730,772 
2,979,186 
3,147.742 
2,141,724 


16 63 

12 87 

13 40 

14 47 

17 61 
16 92 
16 74 

15 35 
14 83 

16 39 

13 30 

14 83 


1,319,008 
1,609,385 
3,387,501 
1,786,402 
1,498,403 
r,764,637 
1.696,004 
699.340 
3.in,874 
1,736.807 
1.702,388 


Leeds and GrenriUe...- 
- Dundasi 


Glengarry 

Prewotl 

an«eU 

Oarleton 

Ranlrew 

Lanark 

Total* 

Victoria 

Peterborough 

Halibnrton 

Totals 

MuBkoka 


30,171,732 




18,975,474 


13 85 


20,625,473 


14 73 


2,812.810 
1,606,458 
287,439 
3.506,818 


16 17 

13 38 
11 64 


2,407.968 
1,451,864 
280,181 
2,314,478 
6,469,491 


13 S8 

10 61 

14 53 

11 19 
2 00 


2,692,059 
1,881,279 
269.818 
2,978,374 
7.821,530 


16 63 

13 66 

13 38 

14 OS 


104 

87 
98 
87 

—w 


13 12 

16 01 

14 16 
19 33 
16" 70 


646,779 
365,666 
680,169 
1,472,504 


470[957 
1,487,927 


7 67 
907 
7 88 


631,487 
397,791 
474,049 


18 03 

16 99 

17 94 


100 

88 
108 


Algoma 

Totals 


1 18 00 




16 63 


1 1™ 1 


139,145,492 


17 00 


105,579.869 


14 25 


121,214,061 








.„ 


]2(B.I.) 1 
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VALUES— WOOL. 

TABLE No. XXIV,— Showiop by Coucty Municipalities and groups of Countioa the marketabl* vahf 
of the Wool Clip in Ont»no in the years 1887 and 1888, with tha yearly Bverage for the tout yeui 
1885-8 ; bIbo the Bvencre value ot clip per fleece, and the per cent, ratio of this average in 1888 to thil 





1888. 


1887. 


Yearly average for 
the four years 1885-8. 


Pet 


Counties. 


Value. 


Value 
fl^'e. 


Value. 


Value 


Value. 


Value 


z 


Essai 


8 
■ 16,740 

20.796 
23,322 
13,873 
16,098 
12,784 


S c. 

1 21 
1 21 
1 27 
109 
1 21 
1 03 


S 
17.455 
18,411 
23,367 
16,005 
21.400 
16.900 


» c. 
1 27 
130 
1 28 
1 18 
1 32 
1 14 


S 

16,592 
21,076 
31.316 
16,734 
19.743 
14.550 


S c. 
1 12 
1 13 
1 14 
1 04 
1 18 


m 






El^in 

Norfolk.,,, 


111 


Haldimand 

Wellaod 


lOS 
103 


Totals 


102,613 


1 18 


112.538 


126 


109.010 


1 10 


107 




23,743 
46,732 
51.863 


1 22 
1 17 
1 16 


23.981 
50.895 
53.338 


134 

1 27 
1 36 


24.461 
50,169 
61.779 


1 16 

1 11 
1 11 




Huron -. 

Bruce 


m 

104 


Totals 


122,338 
71,618 
46,887 


1 17 


127.214 


1 38 


126,409 


1 12 


Ite 


Srey 


1 U 

1 13 


74.868 
49.056 


125 
1 23 


73.982 
50,712 


1 08 
1 09 
1 09 


im 








118,605 


1 13 


123.914 


1 24 


124,694 


lOJ 


Middlesex 


86,187 
17.323 
11.6U8 
30,273 

48.235 
20,670 
18,408 
181,694 


1 24 
1 18 
1 U 
1 15 
1 14 
1 07 
1 13 


36.090 
19.169 
13;3S8 
33,581 
49;76I 
32,301 
19.180 


1 36 
1 36 
1 31 
1 28 
1 26 
1 18 
127 
127 


36,782 
19,046 
14,117 
32,979 
60.903 
22.495 
19,616 
196,837 


1 18 
1 11 
1 10 
1 11 
1 11 
1 04 
1 08 












PBrtb 1 








Waterloo .... 

DufFerin 


m 

1% 


Totals 


1 16 


193,460 


1 11 


m 




9.169 
16,284 
12,171 
18,064 
28.636 
29.630 
31.879 
21,706 

8,394 


1 00 
1 20 
1 22 
1 30 
1 21 
1 21 
1 16 
1 19 
1 02 
119 


9,635 
15,436 
13,958 
20.841 
30.443 
38.651 
23.131 
25.541 

8;221 


1 15 
1 31 

1 50 
1 S3 
1 38 
1 25 
1 29 
1 (5 


io,a':7 

15,760 
13,557 
19,786 
32,139 
30,900 
23,039 
23,517 
9,049 


101 
113 
1 21 

1 17 
1 20 
1 13 
1 13 
1 01 




Went*ortli 

Halton ;: 


106 
101 


York 
















Prince Edward 


lOI 


Totals 


164.813 


175.857 


133 


177,803 


1 15 


103 


Lennox and Addington 


12.293 

28! 176 
8.658 
9.643 
12,077 
I0.4W 
6,869 
27,160 
34,987 
26.130 


1 13 

1 07 
97 

1 08 
96 

104 
98 

1 05 
95 


16.436 

3^114 
10.236 
11.386 
13.149 
9.151 
6.917 
28,368 
34,313 
33,635 


1 18 
1 14 
1 07 
1 14 
1 33 
1 03 
1 12 
1 07 
1 17 
1 02 
1 08 


15,776 
17,736 
33,516 
10,377 
10,106 
13.710 

wlm 

7,367 
27,755 
33,743 
31.214 


1 04 
1 00 


109 
10! 






DuQdaa 

Stormont 

Glengarry 


103 ! 1» 

SI 1! 




ci4 : m 








89 IW 


Lanark 


9fl 




Totals 


189.934 


1 01 


213,522 


1 10 


;;io.78i 


96 


l^ , 




21,433 
15.767 
3,016 
23.214 


1 14 
108 
1 00 
1 02 


27.287 
15,587 
3,999 
24.688 


1 29 
1 17 
1 10 
1 10 


3.1-'9 
2J.8H0 
"68.729" ■ 






Peterborough 

Haliburton 


97 :_i*. 




Totals 


63,428 


1 07 


70,561 


1 18 


103 






6,212 
2,781 
4,762 
13,746 


1 10 
1 19 

1 32 


7.063 
2,151 
4,193 


1 19 
1 26 
1 33 


6,516 
2,447 
4,074 




106 


Parry Sound 


109 1« 
117 1 IW 


Totals 


1 16 


13,407 


1 24 


13,037 


109 jir 




956.970 


1 12 


1,029.473 


1 23 


1.026,300 












FARM WAGES. 





Farm kbonn. 


Dom 
pern 

with 




Counties. 


Peryow— 


Vw month— 


onth 


With board. 


Without boiird 


With bonrd. 


Without boiirf. 


board. 




1888 


1887 

S 

163 

168 
162 
148 
149 
144 


1882-8 


1888 


1887 


1882-8 


1888 


1887 


1882-8 


1888 


1887 


1882-8 


1888 


1887 


KWx 

Kenl 


i 


8 

160 
171 
168 
154 
154 
147 


i« 

251 

248 
229 
347 
240 


3 

25. 
242 
241 
226 
343 
245 


» 

266 
263 
250 
237 
243 
244 


> c. 

16 93 

17 20 
17 05 
16 16 

1^^ 


S c. 

16!»2 
17 1! 
17 18 

15 32 
17 11 

16 lU 


8 c. 

17 .50 

18 19 


» c. 

27 01 
26 4! 


... 

26 U 

25 61 

26 44 
28 25 
26 68 
26 30 


* c. 

37 17 
27 00 
27 27 
93 99 
26 83 
26 94 


* c 

639 

712 
6 74 
6 79 
595 
630 


9 c. 

6 21 
6 16 




16 37 21 68 

17 63 25 33 
16 79 26 --'1 




FWdinand 

ffBlluid 


5 86 

6 12 


C5roup 


l.">8' 15S 


160 

184 

161 


248 
266 
254 
361 

"356 


2.54 
2ri6 
254 


249 

268 
257 
2-.4 


TfTs 
17 06 

17 42 


16 72 

ITai 
IT 00 

17 33 


17 66 K 60; 26 64 

18 14 26 !I3, 27 21 
18 03 28 14; 36 61 
18 18, 27 43| 27 24 


28 61 

27 80 
37 51 
27 63 


6 41 

6 51 
622 

6 81 


602 
B 41 

5 79 




168 






Group 


15y 


164 






17 1! 




97 7( 




5 88 


fc-::::.:. 


_58 

-U 

157 
152 
156 


iS 


167 
163 


241 

263 
251 


248 
260 


244 
266 


17 14 


10 76 
17 15 


17 63 

18 36 


26 301 26 56 

27 48, 26 74 


26 8S 
38 35 


6 16 


5 78 
5 83 


Group 


13» 


160 


•£H 




17 0] 


16 95 


18 


26 86 


26 17 
'34-92 

24 94 

35 r« 

27 21 
26 83 
26 95 
26 35 


37 67 

25 9! 

26 119 
28 S3 

27 41 

26 70 

27 82 

26 93 
2li 2i 

27 85 

28 4:i 
2: 98 
27 78 
36 21 
25 78 
24 03 


6 65 
6 40 
6 20 
6 26 
608 
6 91 




Middlesex 

Oxford 

Brsnt 

Perth 

Wellintfton. , ., 
Waterloo 


160 
155 


165 
160 
164 
164 
165 
165 
162 
159 
158 
170 
176 
170 

163 
156 
152 


242 
246 
245 

242 
247 
261 

-if 

"243 

260 
260 
27C 


346 
243 
259 
359 
255 
254 
944 
^1 
■^ 
249 
271 
269 


250 
347 
257 
257 
2.53 
251 

264 
265 
267 
266 
261 
2S0 
244 
229 


16 40 
15 87 

17 11 
IS 95 

15 94 

16 89 

16 66 

17 18 
17 07 
17 38 

17 Oi 
16 35 
16 32 

15 84 

16 61 


16 48 

16 00 

17 -54 

16 86 

17 18 
10 98 

16 82 

17 67 

16 59 

17 82 
17 63 
16 85 

16 13 

17 73 
16 31 
15 76 


18 39 
17 14 

17 21 

18 72 
17 62 
17 41 
17 76 
17 76 
17 71 

17 56 

18 36 
18 55 
17 96 
17 75 
17 30 

le 96 

16 81 


35 43 

25 72 
27 64 

26 65 

26 82 

27 49 


622 
630 

6 09 
6 16 
6 13 
687 


Wentworth 

Halton 

■il 


155j 15!1 
157 156 
159 160 
16Ti 170 
157' 168 
166' 169 


26 40 25 113 
26 5|l 26 17 
26 66l 26 39 

26 a3' 27 16 

27 us; 36 93 
27 47 25 73 
26 19 26 11 
25 34 26 09 
2.5 09l 24 64 
33 631 22 91 


6 37 

7 1! 
7 16 

6 61 

6 5; 
6 v. 


H 17 
812 
6 62 
709 
6 96 
6 30 
6 03 
6 79 
6 00 
5 72 






-... 


155 
190 
154 


157 
1.53 
140 


261 
237 

238 


267 
232 
224 




162 


164 




2a:( 


353 


16 SJ 


16 7E 


17 7C 




26 81 


26 9. 


6 45 


6 30 


Lennox n. 
Ftontenac . . 
Leeds and Gre.. 


148 
if 


155 
164 

165 
159 

it. 

171 
176 

m 

170 

163 
161 


246 
255 


238 
251 


236 
349 
264 

244 
251 

262 
256 
260 
267 


16 10 

17 10 

17 96 

16 98 

17^ 

18 06 

17 61 
17 25 
17 98 


16 66 

16 00 

17 18 
17 61 
16 69 

16 98 

17 65 

16 88 

17 39 
17 03 
17 48 


16 83 

17 65 

18 38 

17 67 

18 69 

18 51 

19 03 
18 73 

17 82 

18 16 
18 69 


■iA 97 
■21. of- 

27 1;^ 

27 56 

26 Hi 

37 06 
37 08 


33 38 

34 41 

35 1', 


25 5B 
36 75 
36 71 


5 8i 
7 00 

6 61 
600 
6 46 
526 
6 48 
6 81 
537 
S 18 


5 49 

6 60 

6 97 

6 ce 

6 08 
6 79 
6 13 
6 00 
646 
5 46 
634 


Stormont 

ei*nB«rry 

Prescott 

RwseU 

C«!Bt„n 

feS-.;::;:::: 


162 
144 

1 

157 

ifi; 


160 

}S 

165 
172 
l68 
"166 
166 
155 
154 


270 
345 

254 


236 
264 
286 
256 
271 
247 

•m 


35 30 27 96 
26 30 27 90 
26 20 28 24 

25 67 37 46 

26 62 27 83 

26 66 27 81 

27 3l| 27 72 


Victori* 


n 


255 
W3 
■62 

^74 

370 
276 

-m 

354 


16-77 

18 10 
17 54 
16 91 

1734 

19 07 
XI 29 
26_36 
19 62 
16 99 


16 98 
16 26 

16 86 

17 60 
16 66 
16 63 

IToT 

18 85 
18 80 
18 31 
16 91 


18 26 

17 87 
18.59 

18 52 
17 42 


26 72 
23 79 
26 53 
28 36 
26 00 


35 52 


37 09 




600 


267 
263 
250 


2»._ 
25i 

K9 
261 
271 
362 
260 




6 80 
5 41 

5 46 

nro6 

6 48 
6 96 
6 13 
6 43 


6 01 
523 


HMtinfCa 


98 161 26 32 
27 63' 28 86 
36 35 26 13 
"3ti HI 27 28 
27 21 29 40 
27 57, 30 03 




167 
13S 
182 
ITO 

157 


161 
171 
174 
177 


166 
170 
170 
178 


277 
350 
356 


18 03 2U :i7 

19 46: "29-43 

19 60: 31 09 




Pairy Sound 


-S-77 
6 33 






Group 

The Province.... 


173 

169 


174 

lea" 


267 


17 87 


39 40 
26 50 


27 10 

26 04 


29 76 


606 
605 
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